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The New Police Magistrate. 

Mr. Henry Cuarrres Biron, barrister-at-law, nes Dee 
appointed a metropolitan police-court magistrate, in the place o 
Me Haven Corser, deceased. Mr. Brron was called to the barin 
1886, and has practised on the South-Eastern Circuit and at the 
Central Criminal Court. 


The Trade-Mark Rules. 

Tue RULES under the new Trade-Marks Act, which comes into 
operation next week, have now been issued. It will be found 
that upon two out of the three important points mentioned in 
our article (ante, p. 252), the rules, as finally settled, meet the 
objections we expressed to them when in draft. 


Legal Politicians. 

Eneuisa barristers often talk of a practice worth ten thousand 
a year, but such a practice is beyond the dreams of most advo- 
cates on the Continent. It has, however, been stated that the 
tate M. Waxpgck-Rovssgavu derived this large income from his 
profession at the time when he took office as Prime Minister, 
and that a member of the new French Ministry has, on taking 
office, given up an income at the bar of néarly the same amount. 
The leading members of the English bar have agian found 
their way to the House of Commons, but it has very rarely 
happened that the attractions of a political life have 
tempted them from the pursuit of the rewards and prefer- 
ments of their profession. Lord Macautay, in his essay on 
the Earl of Caarnam, speaking of Murray, afterwards Lord 
MansrrgLp, says: “At one time he might in all probability 
have been Prime Minister. But the object of his wishes was 
the judicial bench. The situation of Chief Justice might not be 
so splendid as that of First Lord of the Treasury, but it was 
dignified, it was quiet, it was secure, and therefore it was the 
favourite situation of Murray.” The example of this dis- 
tinguished person has been followed to the present day, and 
though two eminent practitioners have become members of the 
present Cabinet, it is too early to say that they have ceased to 





aspire to the highest posts of the profession. 
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The Land Transfer System. 


WE nave not been disappointed in the expectation we ex- 
pressed last week as to the enlightenment upon the schemes of 
the Land Registry which was likely to be afforded by the paper 
on ‘Some Aspects of Registration of Title to Land” which was 
to be read by Mr. J. R. Harr before the Institute of Actuaries on 
Monday last. We have no information as to the reception the 
paper met with, or indeed whether it was actually read 
at all; but we reprint elsewhere, from a ~— copy 
with which we have been favoured, the practical conclusions 
of the writer, which may be assumed to have been derived 
“‘ from information received.” It will be seen that he advocates 
(1) the abolition of permission to deal with the legal estate off 
the register; (2) a “ bolder policy” on the part of the registry 
in granting certificates of absolute title “‘whenever practical 
considerations shew that they can do so without risk or trouble,” 
and with a view to this, the putting of the insurance fund “ on 
a better basis, both as regards the contribution to the fund and 
the adjudication of claims by the registrar”; and (3) the reduc- 
tion of the cost of possessory titles, and, if necessary, the 
contribution by the State to the expenses ‘‘ until it is found 
that the growth of the work of the department will allow of a 
much smaller fee being charged.” These are certainly some- 
what startling changes, but we may take it that the Land 
Registry hope, by means of an inquiry, which “it seems 
probable will be made before very long,” to obtain them from 
the new Parliament. 






The Moulton Case. 


Tue tast week has afforded an example of judiciai integrity 
worthy of the best days of the English bench. We do not need 
assurances in speeches at banquets and elsewhere about the 
incorruptibility of our judges; everyone knows that they are 
inaccessible to the grosser forms of influence, or indeed to any 
pressure attempted to be exercised by anyone, however highly 

laced. But there is a subtler kind of almost unconscious 
influence which it must be hard for a judge to withstand. 
The conduct of one of his brethren, before he was 
raised to the bench, comes up for consideration before 
him; policy suggests “let us hide a reproach;” good 
nature says ‘be to his faults a little blind”; and so, in the 
case of a bench less absolutely unswerving from their duty 
than Court of Appeal No. 1 (as at present constituted), we might 
have had—should probably have had—repeated suggestions for 
the compromise of the case, so as to avoid the delivery of a judg- 
ment; or if these failed, an elaborate attempt to soften the points 
relative to their colleague. The court in the present case rose to 
their duty ; treated the judge as ifhe were a mere ordinary litigant, 
and dealt out to him the same measure which they would have 
bestowed an any ordinary Surra or Brown litigant who hap- 
pened to come before them. All honour, we say, to the Court of 
Appeal for their courage and inflexibility. No useful purpose 
could be served by commenting in detail on the findings of the 
court; but we think in fairness it should be said that rather 
exaggerated views have been expressed as to their effect. The 
inaccurate statement contained in a letter written by the defend- 
ant, and repeated in his defence, which was referred to by the 
court, was set right by him in his evidence, and the finding that 
there was no agreement to the effect alleged by him does not, of 
course, involve any wilful misstatement on his part. If he had 
not thoroughly believed in the existence of such an agreement, 
it is incredible that he could have allowed the matter to reach 
the Court of Appeal. All the same, the incident is an extremely 
unpleasant one, and the wonder grows that, while such a case 
was pending, the Prime Minister should have been so injudicious 
as to make the recent appointment, in opposition, so it is said, 
to the advice of the Lord Chancellor. 


— ” the Court of Appeal on Questions of 
act. 

A paraGRApH in the Westminster Gazette discussing the recent 
decision in Thompson v. Moulton seems to be based upon a com- 
plete misapprehension of the practice of the Court of Appeal. The 
writer observes that the thing which surprises a layman about 
the case is that the Court of Appeal should have upset the finding 


and after quoting the words of the Master of the R ills, “Wy 
are aware of the great weight properly attributable to the opinion 
of the judge who has heard and seen the witnesses, but an ap 

is a rehearing, and we cannot avoid the responsibility of formj 

a judgment on the matter for ourselves,” he criticizes them ag 
Slows: ‘Tf this is a permissible procedure, we can only say 
that it comes as a great surprise. Where two parties in a cage 
differ as to the facts, and the point has to be decided op 
oral testimony, we thought the finding of the cour 
which heard the evidence was final. It seems to us a very novel 
idea that a Court of Appeal can retry the case, not by rehearing 
the oral testimony, but by merely reading the shorthand report 
of what the witnesses said.” We need hardly say that what is q 
novel idea to the writer is ancient history in the Court of 
Appeal. The case of Thompson v. Moulton was a Chancery 
action, and it has always been the practice in that division to 
hear appeals on the facts whether witnesses were or were not 
examined in the court below. With regard to the King’s Bench 
Division, a fair proportion of the cases have been, since the 
Judicature Acts, tried by the judge without a jury, and in any 
one of these cases it is competent for the parties to appeal to 
the Court of Appeal on the facts, which are, as a rule, supplied 
by a note of the oral testimony in the court below. Where the 
case has been tried by a jury, and the Court of Appeal think 
the verdict unsatisfactory, they may order a new trial, but the 
expense and delay involved in the proceeding have caused many 
of our judges to express their strong disapproval of it. 


The Liability of Married Women. 


THE DIFFICULTIES which arise when a tradesman has to sue for 
the price of goods supplied to the order of a married woman are 
well known. If he sues the married woman, he is met with the 
defence that she contracted as agent; if he sues the husband, he 
is liable to be defeated by proof that the married woman’s primd 
facie authority had been withdrawn ; while if he sues both, upon 
the theory that at least one must be liable, he may, like the 
plaintiffs in Morel v. Earl of Westmorland (52 W. R. 353; 1904, 
A. ©. 11), find insurmountable technical difficulties in the way. 
In the case of Paquin (Limited) v. Beauclerk (formerly Holden) 
(reported elsewhere), in which, owing to the equal division of 
votes in the House of Lords, the judgment of the Court of 
Appeal in favour of the married woman has just been affirmed, 
an attempt has been made to deprive the married woman’s 
plea of agency of effect unless the agency was within the 
knowledge of the tradesman at the time of the credit 
being given, and for this purpose reliance was placed 
on section 1 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1893. 
‘‘ Every contract,” so runs the section, “‘ hereafter entered into by 
a married woman, otherwise than as agent, shall be deemed to be 
a contract entered into with respect to, and to bind, her separate 
property, whether she is or is not possessed of, or entitled to, any 
separate property at the time when she enters into such contract.” 
The object of the statute was to get over the decisions, such as 
Stogdonv. Lee (39 W. R. 467; 1891, 1 Q. B. 661), which had 
established that, under the Married Women’s Property Act, 
1882, a married woman incurred no liability as regards her 
separate estate unless she was possessed of some such estate at 
the date of the contract. This requirement was abolished, and 
every contract of a married woman was fixed on her then present 
or future separate estate, subject only to the condition that 
it was entered into by her “ otherwise than as agent.” Now, 
as the decision of the House of Lords shews, two views may be 
taken of this phrase. It may be satisfied if the married woman 
is in fact an agent, whether this fact is known to the other con- 
tracting party or no. This isthe ordinary case where goods are 
properly ordered bya married woman living with her husband, 
and it was the case in Paquin yoy Beauclerk. The 
defendant, under her previous name of Mrs.“Hopzn, had ordered 
goods without giving the plaintiffs any further information as to 
her status than her name would disclose. She was in fact 
ordering them under her husband’s authority, and the Lord 
Chancellor and Lord Maonacuren held that this was enough to 
exclude the Act of 1893. She had no separate estate at the time, 
so that, neither at common law nor under the Act of 1832, could 
any liability be established against her. On the other 





of the court of first instance, not on the law, but on the facts ; 


hand, the ordinary rule of agency is that, to exempt the 
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the fact of his agency 
must be disclosed at the time of contracting. If it is 
disclosed, only the principal is liable; if it is not disclosed, the 
agent is personally liable, though the creditor has the right of 
suing the principal if he is subsequently disclosed. Lords 
Rosertson and Arxrnson considered that section 1 of the Act of 
1893 must be construed in accordance with this doctrine. They 
held that the plaintiffs had no notice that Mrs. HonpENn was con- 
tracting as agent for her husband, and she was, therefore, in the 

sition of an agent contracting for an undisclosed principal. 
As regards the plaintiffs she was the principal, hence she con- 
tracted ‘‘ otherwise than as agent,” and the section had the 
effect of making her after-acquired property liable for the debt. 


Equality of Votes in the House of Lords. 


Ir 1s unfortunate that the House of Lords, in deciding 
Paquin (Limited) v. Beauclerk, did not contain more members, so 
that further judicial opinion might have elucidated the above 
difficult and important question. But, so far as settling the law 
is concerned, the result is the same as if there had been a 
majority with the Lord Chancellor. This was decided in 
Beamish v. Beamish (9 H. L. C. 274), where the House of Lords 
was asked to reconsider the decision in Reg. v. Millis (10 Cl. & 
F. 534). There the House had been equally divided—three 
against three—upon the question of the validity of a marriage 
performed by a Presbyterian minister in Ireland, and a decision 
against the marriage was pronounced solely in accordance with 
the technical rule of the House that where, upon a division, the 
numbers are equal, semper presumitur pro negante. There was 
— reason for reviewing this result, if it could lawfully be 

one, but it was held in Beamish v. Beamish that a decision 
arrived at in this way represented the definite result of the 
appeal and settled the law. ‘It is my duty to say,” remarked 
Lord Campsett, ©., ‘that your lordships are bound by this 
decision as much as if it had been pronounced nemine dissentiente, 
and that the rule of law which your lordships lay down as the 
ground of your judgment, sitting judicially as the last and 
supreme Court of Appeal for this empire, must be taken for law 
tili altered by an Act of Parliament.” More recently it has been 
definitely decided in London Tramways Co. v. London County Council 
(46 W. R. 609; 1898, A. C. 375) that the House of Lords is not 
at liberty to review its own judgment; and, as the passage just 
quoted shews, this applies whether the decision really represents 
the opinion of the House, or has been arrived at on the presump- 
tion pro negante arising upon an equal division. In the present 
case, therefore, the result of the appeal to the House of Lords, 
which means that the decision of the Court of Appeal in favour 
of the married woman stands, settles the eenstruction of section 
1 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1893, and a trades- 
man who abstains from making inquiries as to the status of his 
customer cannot set up the section upon the ground that he dealt 
with her as principal. 


Stamps on Mortgages of Registered Land. 


_ From tux letter of a correspondent which we print elsewhere 
it would appear that the officials at the Land Registry Office and 
at Somerset House are again combining for the purpose of 
placing difficulties in the way of what is perhaps the most 
effective method of creating a mortgage of registered land— 
namely, by a registered transfer of the absolute ownership, 
accompanied by an unregistered deed which shows the real 
character of the transaction. This is simply an application to 
registered land of the practice of English lawyers from time 
immemorial in regard to mortgages. The mortgagee becomes 
at law the absolute owner, and to this the register corresponds. 
But the unregistered deed reserves to the mortgagor the equity 
vf redemption. It is suggested that the Land Registry 
will decline in such a case to register the transfer unless the 
stamp duty has been adjudicated, and that at Somerset 
House the transfer would be adjudicated as liable to duty as a 
conveyance on sale. It seems to us that both departments 
would be so hopelessly wrong that there must be some misunder- 
Standing. As far as the Land Registry is concerned, rule 123 
of the Land Transfer Rules, 1903, settles the matter: “‘ When 
an application or instrument capable of registration is made or 
executed for the sole purpose of carrying out‘on the register a 


transaction already effected by a deed or other instrument not 
on the register, the Inland Revenue stamp on the transaction 
shall be affixed to or impressed on the last mentioned deed or 
instrument, and the registered instrument shall bear no stamp 
duty.” The result is obvious. The unregistered deed is the one 
which is to be stamped, and in the case supposed the stamp is that 
suitable to a mortgage. The registered transfer is required solely 
for the purpose of carrying out the transaction by clothing the 
mortgagee with a registered title, and is by the express terms of 
the rule exempt from stamp duty. Olearly there is no ground 
for the Land Registry requiring it to be adjudicated, and if 
tendered for adjudication, it would have to be adjudicated as 
exempt. And even if itwere argued at Somerset House that, 
since the transfer was absolute and the accompanying deed 
was only a mortgage, the transfer was not executed for the 
sole purpose of carrying out the transaction already 
effected by the deed within the meaning of the rule, yet the 
practice as to absolute transfers upon mortgage dealings is 
sufficiently well known to preclude any question. Transfers of 
shares and stock are continually being made for a nominal 
consideration under a ten shilling stamp, and the real transac- 
tion is shewn by an accompanying instrument which, if under 
hand, requires only a sixpenny stamp, though if under seal it 
requires a mortgage ad valorem stamp. By no stretch of 
ingenuity can an absolute transfer upon a mortgage be brought 
under the head of conveyance on sale. We are inclined to 
think, therefore, that the little game which it seems is being 
played by the two departments will not interfere with the 
practice of mortgaging land by registered transfer. 


The Criminal Statistics. 


THE ORIMINAL statistics for 1904, which have just been issued, 
shew an increase in crime in that year both as compared with 
1903 and with theannual average for the five years from 1900 
to 1904. To judge from the total number of persons brought to 
trial for indictable offences, there has, indeed, been a continuous 
growth of crime since the year 1899, the figures rising from 
50,494 in 1899, or 158°97 per 100,000 of the population, to 
59,960 in 1904, or 177°59 per 100,000. On the other hand, it is 
pointed out in Mr. W. J. Farranr’s introduction to the present 
Blue Book that for many years prior to 1899 there was a steady 
decline, with occasional interruptions, in the number of persons 
tried for indictable offences, and in that year the total was less than 
in any previous year since 1875. And though the actual figures 
for 1904 were high, yet in recent years they have been several 
times higher, and, having regard te the smaller population, the 
annual average has been considerably higher. Thus during the 
quinquennial period 1860-4 the annual average was 250 per 
100,000 as compared with the average of 172 in the last similar 
period. And of course an increase in crime does not imply an 
increase in all descriptions of crime. It is satisfactory to note 
that offences against the person fell in 1904 to 2,525 as compared 
with 2,768 in the previous year, a reduction of nearly 9 per cent. 
The increase has been in offences against property, and in 
particular in simple larceny and minor larcenies. The number 
was 41,952 in 1904 as compared with 40,127 in 1903, and 39,368, 
the annual average for 1900-4. The increase of 1,825 since 
1903 is more than sufficient to account for the whole of the 
increase in the total number of persons tried. Moreover, the 
increase under this heading is mainly in cases tried summarily, 
so that, after all, the figures do not import any serious 
expansion of crime. 


Non-indictable Offences. 

Tue statistics comprise also non-indictable offences, but these 
do not afford much clue to the moral state of the community. 
They reached their highest point—761,322—in 1899, the very 
year in which indictable offences touched their lowest level for 
thirty years. In 1900 they dropped to 717,225, but this is 
stated to have been due to a fallin the number of cases under 
the dog-muzzling orders. In 1904 they had risen again io 
747,179. The iiews are, indeed, meaningless until a dis- 
tinction is made between criminal non-indictable offences and 
those—by far the larger number—which do not involve violence 
or gross dishonesty, but consist rather in contraventions of 





municipal regulations. So dividing them, the criminal offences 
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shew a continuous decrease from 98,883 in 1900 to 89,254 in 
1904. The principal conclusions which are drawn in the report 
from an examination of the figures for different classes of 
offences are: (1) crimes against the person have diminished ; 
(2) crimes of the classes committed by habitual criminals have 
ceased to increase at the same rapid rate as in previous years; 
(3) minor offences of dishonesty have increased; (4) serious 
frauds and breaches of trust have increased ; (5) drunkenness 
is stationary ; and (6, offences of the vagrancy class are growing 
rapidly. It may be added that of 9.918 persons who were con- 
victed at assizes and quarter sessions, 6,447 had previous 
convictions recorded against them. This proportion is higher 
than in any of the eleven previous years for which there are 
figures. The proportion of persons having previous convictions 
has, indeed, increased progressively, chiefly, Mr. Farrant 
suggests, as the result of improved methods of identification. 


The Office of Chaplain to a Board of Guardians. 


ConsIDERABLE Discussion has arisen through the action of 
the chaplain to a London board of guardians, who has acquired 
a public-house in the country, of which he intends to carry on 
tbe business himself. The status of a Poor Law chaplain is a 
somewhat peculiar one. Although the consent of the bishop of 
the diocese, signified in writing, is necessary to his appointment 
(Art. 141 of the General Orders, 1847), he in no way holds the 
same position as a clergyman licensed to a parish. The chaplain 
is a “paid officer” within the meaning of the 46th and 48th 
sections of the Poor Law Act (4 & 5 Will. 4, c. 76), and so 
removeable by the Poor Law Commissioners as ‘‘ unfit’’ for his 
office, at their discretion, without assigning any special grounds 
for such removal: Zz parte Molyneux (11 W. R. 233). It is 
quite clear, therefore, that the Local Government Board have 
svund legal authority for having called upon this clergyman to 
send in his resignation. Mr. Justice Ertz laid it down in 
Ez parte Teather (19 L.J. M. C. 71) that “ they may order the 
removal of an officer though no charge has been made, or any 
notice given to the party, or any opportunity afforded him for 
making any defence.” This appears to be a somewhat arbitrary 


power. 


Statute Law Revision. 

To Lorp Catrns is due, more than anyone else, the scheme of 
statute law revision, which has been carried out by slow steps. 
Several revised editions of the English and Imperial Acts have 
been published ; the last being completed in 1848. An edition 
of the Irish statutes prior to the Union was published in 1485; 
but the Scots Acts still await attention. In 1597, by the effurts 
of Sheriff Mackay, three Scottish members were added to the 
Statute Law Revision Committee. A revision of the Scots Acts 
pricr to the Union was undertaken, and a Bill to effect it was 
drafted by the Committee. It wasintroduced by Lord Hatssury 
in the House of Lords in 1904. The Lord Advocate has now 
brought in practically the same measure in the Hwuuse of 
Commons. The schedule of Acts dealt with covers 125 pages, 
and begins with the year 1424. As the Lo:d Chancellor and 
Lord Hatssury are both co-operating with Mr. Tuomas Suaw, 
there is every prospect that the Bill will pass into law this 
session. It will then be possible to issue a revised edition of 
the Scots Acts up to the Union, and it may be suitably published 
in connection with the bi-centenary of that event. 


American Insurance Companies. 

Tue statement by the Earl of Granarp, on the part of the 
Government, that a Select Committee will be appointed to con- 
sider the position of British pulicy-holders in American insur- 
ance companies will give great satisfaction to those who think 
that the risks of insurance are so great as to warrant the Legis- 
lature in departing from the ordinary rule that there should be 
nO int-rference with the freedom of contract. It is said that 
there are prubably 240,000 English peuple interested in the 
fortunes of the American insurance companies carrying on 
busin-ss in this ec untry, and that recent disclosures as to the 
management of these companies should induce our Legislature 
to pass a law by which every foreign insurance company 
carrying on business here should deposit assete which would 
be sufficient to satisfy any liabilities which they may incur 





to those who hold policies and are British subjects. The 
objection to such a law is that it might provoke retaliation jg 
foreign states, which have on several occasions imposed oppres- 
sive taxation on British insurance companies and subjected 
them to harassing regulations. The control to which English 
assurance companies have hitherto been subjected has been of 
a moderate character, but it is not likely that legislation for the 
security of policy-holders would be limited in its operation to 
foreign companies. 


Crowded Libraries. 

THERE Was & rumour not long ago that there was a decline in 
the number of those who were seeking admission to the English 
bar; that the prospects of a mercantile career were looked upon 
with less disfavour, and that the risks and uncertainties of the 
leyal profession were more carefully weighed than at any period 
within legal memory. Concurrently with this rumour, many 
persons were heard to say that in these days law bvoks 
were neglected and that success was sought for in various 
ways which were wholly unconnected with study and 
learning. Those who resort to the library of the Inner 
Temple, one of the largest available by legal students, will 
have some difficulty in accepting these theories. This 
library is now so crowded that it is often difficult to find a 
vacant seat, and those seated at the tables have books before 
them and have at least the appearance of being engaged in 
study. We may hope, therefore, that the fears of those who 
speak of a decline in the learning of the profession are ex- 
aggerated and that the irresistible evidence to which we have 
referred may induce them to change their opinion. 








The Public Trustee Bill. 


Tae Public Trustee Bill, which has been introduced by the 
Lord Chancellor, shews very clearly the effect of the criticism to 
which the Bill of last year was subjected. It recognizes that a 
proper sphere for the public trustee, if that official is estab- 
lished, is the administration of estates of small value, and it 
asso recognizes the still more impurtant point that the public 
trustee should be capable of appointment as cust dian only of 
the trust funds, and not as their administrator. Thus, after a 
provision in clause 1 for the establishment of the office of public 
trustee, who will be a corporation sole under that name, with 
perpetual succession and an official seal, clause 2 arranges his 
proposed functions under four heads. He may, if he thinks fit, (a) 
for the purpose of saving expense to persons of small means, act in 
the administration of estates of small value; (4) act as custodian 
trustee ; (¢) act as an ordivary trustee; and (d) be app»inted to 
be a judicial trustee. And, that his province includes the 
administration of small estates, is emphasized by the provision 
of sub-section 3, that, while the public trustee may decline, 
either absolutely or except on the prescribed condi ions, to accept 
any trust, he shall not decline to do so on the ground only of the 
small value of the trust property. This was one of the amend- 
ments which was accepted by the Huuse of Commons last year. 

The Bill proceeds, in clause 3, to define further the position 
of the public trustee in regard to small estates. The scheme is 
to substitute this official for the court, and it is proposed that 
this may be done either outside the court or under the order of 
the court. Where the capital value is less than £1,000, any 
person entitled to apply to the court for administration by the 
court may apply to the public trustee to administer it; and if it 
appears to the public trusiee that the beneficiaries are persons 
of small means, the public trustee is to administer it, unless he 
sees good reason for refusing to du so. The shares, stock, or 
securities furmiog part of the trust estate will thereupon vest in 
him, and for the purposes of the administration he may exercise 
sucn of the powers of the High Ovurt as may be conferred on 
him by rules under the Act. Rules may also be made under 
the Act for enabling the public ‘rustee to take the opinion of the 
High Court on spy question arising in the course of any ad inis- 
tration without judiwrul proceedings, ond ot erwise for making the 
procedure under the section simple and inexpensive. If this pro- 
vision becomes law, the nature of the rules will be awaited 
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with interest. How to obtain the opinion of the judge without 
judicial proceedings is a problem which we should not care to 
attempt. It is also proposed that where proceedings for 
administration have already been instituted in any court, and it 
appears that by reason of the small value of the estate it can be 
more economically administered by the public trustee than by 
the court, an order for administration by that official may be 
ade. 

mThe scheme for the appointment of the public trustee as 
custodian trustee is developed in considerable detail in clause 4. 
The public trustee may, with his consent, be appointed in this 
capacity either by the court, or by the creator of a trust, or by a 
person who has power to appoint new trustees. The effect of 
the appointment will be that the trust estate will vest in the 
custodian trustee as if a vesting order for that purpose had been 
made under the Trustee Act, 1593, but the management of the 
trust property and the exercise of any power or discretion 
exerciseable by the trustees will remain in the trustees other 
than the custodian trustee. These are referred to as the manag- 
ing trustees. The custodian trustee must concur in and perform 
all acts necessary to enable the managing trustees to exercise 
their powers, unless the matter in which he is requested. to 
concur is a breach of trust. All payments in respect of income 
or capital will be made to or by the custodian trustee, save that 
he may allow income to be paid to the managing trustees or to 
such person as they shall direct. In determining the number of 
trustees for the pnrpose of the Trustee Act, 1893, the custodian 
trustee will not be reckoned as a trustee. 

Sub-section 2 (b) of clause 4 contains an important provision 
with respect to evidence of the title of beneficiaries. The 
custodian trustee is not to be liable for accepting as correct, and 
acting upon the faith of, any written statement by the managing 
trustees as to matters of pedigree or relationship, or other 
matter of fact upon which the title to the trust property may 
depend, nor for acting upon any legal advice obtained by the 
managing trustees independently of the custodian trustee. This 
provision will go far to minimize the difficulties in administration 
which the introduction into the trust of the custodian trustee will 
cause. Provision is also made for the termination by the court of 
the custodian trusteeship, if this is the general wish of the bene- 
ficiaries or is on other grounds expedient. Attention should be 
specially directed to sub-section 3, which permits of ‘“‘any banking 
orinsurance company or other body corporate” being appointed 
custodian trustee by the court, with power to charge such fees, not 
exceeding those chargeable by the public trustee in the same 
capacity, as the court shall allow. The provisions for appointment 
of a custodian trustee are not to exten? to trusts for religious or 
charitable purposes, or to trusts which are being administered 
by the court, or to any trust to which a 4ndicial trustee has 
been appointed. 

Clauses 5 and 6 relate to the appointment of the public 
trustee as an ordinary trustee, and they are substantially the 
same as the corresponding clauses of last year’s Bill, though 
with some important amendments which were then introduced. 
Thus clause 5 opens with the general provision that the public 


that he need not. be cited, and—another of last year’s amend- 
ments—as between the public trustee and the widower, widow, 
or next-of-kin of the deceased, the widower, widow, or next-of- 
kin is to be preferred unless for good cause shewn to the 
contrary. 

The remaining clauses of the Bill deal mainly with the organ- 
ization of the office of public trustee and with the fees chargeable. 
But interest attaches to clause 16, which makes provision for the 
investigation and audit of trust accounts. Unless the court 
otherwise orders, a trustee or beneficiary is to be entitled to have 
the condition and accounts of any trust investigated and audited 
by such solicitor or public accountant as may be agreed on by 
the applicant and the trustee, or, in default of agreement, by the 
public trustee or some person appointed by him. The person 
making the investigation or audit is to have the right of access 
to documents and the right to be furnished with all necessary 
information and explanation, and on completion of the investiga- 
tion and audit, a copy of the accounts, together with a report 
thereon, is to be forwarded to the applicant and to every trustee. 

It will thus be seen that the measure is much more compre- 
hensive than the Bills which have hitherto been before Parlia- 
ment, and it recognizes that the establishment of a public trustee 
who is in course of time to supplant private trustees, is not the 
only way of satisfying such demand as there may be for a change 
in the administration of trusts. It boldly adopts the view, 
suggested in the course of the discussion on last year’s Bill, that 
the safe custody of the trust funds is the real point to be aimed 
at, and if the beneficiaries of any trust are doubtful on this head, 
a custodian trustee is provided who meets their case Whether 
the occasional evils which the present system has produced have 
really been so serious as to call for the interference in trust 
matters involved even in the appointment of a custodian trustee 
may be questioned. But this, at any rate, leaves the management 
of the estate in the hands of the persons who can best consult the 
convenience and interests of the beneficiaries, and it may be 
anticipated that the functions of the public trustee will be in 
practice confined to acting as custodian merely of the trust 
funds. 

The Council of the Law Society have, we may assume, been 
instrumental in effecting so great a change in the scope of the 
measure, and they are entitled to the credit of the successful 
enforcement of their views. 








The Criminal Appeal Bill. 


Tue Bill introduced by the Lord Chancellor to constitute a Court 
of Oriminal Appeal proposes to effect a veritable revolution in 
the administration of the criminal law. It gives every person 
convicted on indictment an absolute right to appeal on any 
question of law or of fact, or on the ground of the illegality or 
undue severity of his sentence. The judgesof the court are all 
the judges of the High Court; and a court can be constituted 
by not less than three, a decision to be given according to the 





trustee may by that name be appointed to be trustee of any will or 
settlement, whether the instrument came into operation before or 
after the passing of the Act, and either as an original or a new 
trustee, and he may be appointed sole trustee. Upon his 
appointment a co-trustee may retire. The appointment is not to 
be made where the trust instrument contains a direction to the 
contrary, unless the court otherwise orders. Provision is made, 


in accordance with one of the amendments introduced last year, | 


for notice of a proposed appointment of the public trustee as a 
new or additional trustee being given to all the beneficiaries in 
the United Kingdom whose addresses are known to the pro- 
posing appointor, or to the guardians of infant beneficiaries ; and 
on the application of any beneficiary the court ye prohibit the 
appointment if, having regard to the interest of al 

aries, it considers it expedient to do so. Clause 6 provides 
for the acceptance by the public trustee of probate or letters 
of administration, and for the transfer of the administration to 
the public trustee by an executor or administrator who has 
already acted. In granting letters of administration the court 
is to consider the public trustee as in law entitled equally with 
any other person or class of persons who obtain the grant, save 


the benefici- | 


! questions of fact. 


opinion of a majority. It has often been pointed out 
how illogical and unreasonable it is that in a trumpery 
civil action the verdict of a jury can be set aside and a new trial 
| ordered, while in a case of life or death the verdict is absolutely 
‘final. Now the verdict of a jury ina criminal case is to be of less 
weight than that of a jury in acivil case, for it may be overruled, 
and another finding of fact substituted, without submitting the 
facts to a fresh jury. This, too, may be done by a majority 
‘of three judges — that is, practically, by one judge where 
‘there is a disagreement amongst It is to be noticed 
‘that the new court is to have no power to orler a new 
trial. They deal with the case finally, and acquit, or confirm 
the conviction, or vary the judgment at their discretion. It is a 
serious question whether this will not tend to lessen the sense of 


responsibility of juries. Now, if they are in doubt, that sense 
causes them to acquit, knowing their decision to be irrevocable. 
Under the new law they will probably often consider it better 
to convict, knowing that there is a court above them who can 
put everything right. 

cannot form a satisfactory court to re-try any 
It is too small. It seems absurd that by 


|” Three jud 
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two j 
should be reversed. The Court for the Consideration of Crown 
Cases Reserved must consist of at least five judges. The juris- 
diction of that court is to be transferred to the new court, but it 
is not at all clear why the quorum of judges should be lowered. 
Where questions of law alone are to be determined, three 
judges are usually adequate; but where it is a question of over- 
ruling the decision of twelve men as to facts, we think there 
should be at Jeast five judges. 

The prerogative of mercy is not to be affected by the Act, but 
the Home Secretary is empowered, if he think fit, to refer any 
question (except the reprieve of any person under sentence of 
death } to the court, and the case is then to be heard by the court 
as if notice of appeal had been given by the prisoner. Hence 
all questions of fact, whether in cases of death sentences or 
others, may be referred by the Home Secretary to the court; 
but where, the facts not being in doubt, it is purely a question 
of mercy, of giving a guilty man his life, the Home Secretary 
must decide as hitherto. 

There is one provision to which strong objection will, we 
believe, be taken. If a prisoner lodges an appeal, but does not 
ask to be heard either by counsel or in person, the court has 
power to deal with the appeal in camera. This is distinctly 
objectionable. No step in criminal procedure should be taken 
in private, and we do not think the public will take readily to 
the idea of the verdict of a jury being overruled by a secret 
conclave. 

The court is to have power to assign counsel and solicitor to a 
poor appellant ; and also to direct the Director of Public Prosecu- 
tions to instruct counsel on both sides if an appeal raises a ques- 
tion of sufficient importance. No costs are to be allowed on either 
side ; and the court has no power to increase any sentence passed 
on the appellant by the court of first instance. These two 
provisions are of great importance, for they directly encourage 
appeals. There is nothing to deter any prisoner from appealing. 
He has everything to gain and nothing to lose. If his sentence 
cannot be increased, and he cannot be ordered to pay costs, it is 
obvious that an appeal cannot possibly hurt him and may do him 
good. Every prisoner who can scrape together a few pounds, 
and who has the remotest chance of getting any slight remission 
of sentence, will probably appeal ; and a good time is in store 
for the criminal bar. In murder cases the hat will be sent 
round wherever there is the ghost of a chance of reversing a 
verdict ; and the man under sentence of death will snatch at the 
feeblest straw offered him by the new court. We do not point 
this out as an argument that reasonable appeals should be dis- 
couraged. If a convicted man is given a right, we believe he 
should have the fullest opportunity of taking legitimate advant- 
age of the right. Something should be done, however, to dis- 
courage absolutely groundless appeals, and the only way to do 
that is to give the court power to increase a sentence as well as 
to mitigate it. 

It is prubable, however, that the authorities do not realize the 
immense amount of work that the new court will be c:lled upon 
to do, and the amount of judges’ time that it will occupy. The 
outcry as to arrears on the King’s Bench side of the High 
Court is already loud. What will it become when, in addition 
to this present work, the judges will have constantly to form 
courts, of probably five members, to try criminal appeals? If 
this Bill becomes law the authorities will be absolutely compelled 
to make some great changes in the existing system, or x to 
largely increase the number of the judges. If nothing is done, 
common law civil business will be destroyed ; the delays will 
become intolerable. 

There is one thing which may be done with the view of 
lessening the evil, that is to largely increase the jurisd ction of the 
county courts. That, however, isa most dangerous expedient 
unless the number of county court judyes is increased. These 
courts are supposed to be small dett courts, the courts of the 
poor msn. They deal with an immense number of petty cases, 
each of which lasts perhaps a few minutes, and in which neither 
party has any legal assistance. The poor man interested in one 
of these cases has vften to lose a day’s work to a’tend the court, 
and it is, therefure, of the highest importance that his care should 
be dealt with promptly and that he should not be adjourned 
from day to day. If, however, the jurisdiction of these courts 
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udges to one the unenimous verdict of twelve jurymen!is to be increased without largely adding to the number of 








judges, they will cease to be effective as poor men’s courts. Vases 
will constantly occur occupying a whole or several days, and the 
poor man will have to go away and come another day, and lose 
another day’s work. 

Something, however, will have to be done when this Bil] 
becomes law, or we are convinced there will be chaos. Every 
court of quarter sessions will at once begin sending appeals t» 
London and the judges will soon have their hands full. In fact, 
the passing of this Bill must inevitably sound the death knell of 
the circuit system, which is answerable for so much of the 
present waste of judicial time. he two things cannc: continue 
together. It will never do merely to substitute inferior judges 
for High Court judges at assizes. If this is done, the High 
Court judges will have so little experience of criminal work that 
they will be unable to form a satisfactory Oourt of Criminal 
Appeal. It is well known that when a barris’er in large 
practice is promoted to be a judge of the King’s Bench 
Division, he often has had little or nothing to do with 
criminal business, and must then begin to learn his work. 
It generally takes such judges some years to become even pass- 
able criminal judges, and some never attain even to that 
position. How much more will it be if such judges are 
deprived of the greater part of their education, and have to sit 
in appeal without the experience which can only be gained by 
constantly dealing with criminals. Tne Chancery judges may 
as well do the work and try an appeal on the affidavit of the 
wrongly-convicted burglar. Oue thing stands out with the greatest 
clearness, and that is that an enormous amount of new judicial 
work will be called into existence, and it seems obvious that to 
cope with this work a large number of new judges of one rank 
or another must be appointed. 

One remarkable feature of the Bill is the way in which it 
discourages the taking advantage of technicalities. Nothing 
was more common years ago than for a guilty man to avoid 
punishment by means of a mere quibble. Such things are less 
frequent now, but still we have not infrequent examples of the 
same evil. This Bill will go a long way towards abolishing 
technicalities, for it is provided that, although the court are 
of opinion that a point raised in an appeal ought to be decided 
in favour of the appellant, they may dismiss the appeal if they 
consider that no substantial miscarriage of justice has in point 
of fact occurred, 

Notice of appeal must be given within ten days of the date 
of conviction, subject to the power of the court or of a judge to 
extend thetime. Sentence of death is not to be executed within 
this time, and if an appeal is brought, it is not to be executed 
until after the appeal. This is, of course, a necessary provision, 
but it will require to be carefully treated in the rules of court 
which have to be made. It will be admitted by most persons 
to be a most undesirable thing that a man under sentence of 
death should have his fate in suspense for a long time. Rules 
will have to be made for the hearing of such appeals with the 
utmost dispatch, and all other business will have to give way 
to them. It is obvious that, to gain time alone, almost every 
man under sentence of death will appeal; and however the rules 
are framed, an appeal will give the convict at least a few more 
days of life. This time will give opportunity for agitation for 
reprieve, public meetings and petitions—most objectionable 
accessories to the administration of the law. 

The Act is nt to apply to convictions on indictments for a 
common nuisance in relation to any navigable river, bridge, or 
highway. Appeal in these matters is to he as in civil proceed- 
ings. 

It is not easy to see why this Act should not apply to Ireland. 
As the judges cannot interfere where juries acquit, and cannot 
increase sentences, we do not see why the [rish should fear that 
they may be injured by the action of Saxon judges. There 
seems, however, to be a deep distrust in Ireland of any inter- 
ference with the criminal law; it will be remembered that the 
Or minal Evidence Act, 1898, does not extend to that part of the 
United Kingdom. 





It is announced that Mr Justice Phillimore is progressing satisfactorily 
towards recovery from his attack of influenza, but he will not return to 
the Law Oourte until after the Kuster holidays. 
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Reviews. 


International Law. 


INTERNATIONAL LAW: A TREATISE. By L. OppennEm, LL.D., 
Lecturer in Public Tutenationsal Law at the London School of 
Evonomics and Political Science (University of London). Vou. I : 
Peace. Vou. II.: War AND NEvuTRALITY. Longmans, Green, & 
Co. 

In these two volumes Dr. Oppenheim has made a valuable contri- 
bution to the study of international law. The first volume, which is 
concerned with the relati ns of states in time of peace, opens with an 
exposition of the foundations of international law and a sketch of its 
developmentand of the efforts which have been made towards its 
scientific treatment, including attempts at codification. In successive 
parts the author then discusses: (1) States, as the subjects 
of the Jaw of nations; (2) the objects of that law—namely, 
state territories, the open sea, and individuals; (3) the organs employed 
for maintaining international relations; and (4) international transac- 
tions. These topics cover a wide field, and they are discussed at once 
historically an‘ practically. Part I., dealing with states, reviews the 
position of sovereign states as international powers, and the varia- 
tions arising in the case of composite international powers, such as 
federal states, and of states which fall short of full sover-ignty, as 
vassal and protected states; and included in this part is the subject of 
the intervention by one stat» in the aff:ir- of another, and the specral 
limit put upon such intervention by the Monroe doctrine. Part II. 
deals with equally important matters in defining how state 
territories, and the open sea, and individusls are treated for the 
purposes of international law. The subject of state territories 
includes the discussion of landlocked seas. such as the Black 
Sea; of canals, such as the Suez Canal and the Panama 
Ca: al; and of the maritime belt; all of them matrers of present 
practical importance. Under the ‘‘ open sea”’ arise the questions 
of juri-diction over ships, and of rights of fishery, such as the seal 
fisheries in the Bebring Sea. And the chapter devoted to individuals 
includes a discussion of nationality, of the right of asylum, and of 
extradition. Not the least int-resting section is that which traces the 
origin of the rule that extradition cannot be required for political 
offences. The pcsition of beads of states and of foreign offices is 
explained in Part III., and also the organs of international relations— 
namely, legations, diplomatic envoys and consuls; and the very full 
stutement in Part IV. of the making and effect of treaties is usefully 
illustrated by an account of the most important treaties of the last 
hundred years from the final Act of the Vienna Congress in 1815 to 
the Treaty of Washinzton of 1901, and of unions concerning comwon 
non-political interests, such as unions for postal and telegraphic or 
for copyright purposes. 

The second volume. although entitled ‘‘ War and Neutrality’ deals 
in Part I. with the settlement of state diff-rences by methods which 
do not involve belligerency. These are either entirely amicable, and 
hereunder are included chapters on ‘‘ Good Offices and Mediation”’ 
and on “‘ Arbitration’’; or they operate by compulsion, as where a 
state attains its ends by adopting reprisals ‘kgainst another, or by 
resort to the modern practice of pacific blockade. The subject of war 
is taken up in Part II., and Dr. Oppenheim adds interest to its dis- 
cussion by the free use he has wade of incidents of legal interest 
which ocurred during the recent Chino-Japanese, South African, 
and Ru-so-Japanese wars. A question of great practical import- 
ance is the continued liability of private enemy vessels and of goods 
on such vessels to capture, and Dr. Oppenheim does not appear 
to be hopeful that the opposition of this country, which has 
mainly prevented the adoption of a more humane rule, will be 
withdrawn. On the contrary, he thinks that foreign opinion on the 
matter is waverivg. ‘‘ Many signs,”’ he says, ‘‘ portend a gradual 
change in the opinion of the Continental writers on international 
law. Whereas Continental opinion was nearly unanimous in 
postulating the abolition of the rule, the number of those is increasing 
who defend its p:eservation.’’ He is able, however, to record that 
the Institute of International Law has several times voted in favour 
of the abolition of the rule. Part II[. deals with ‘‘ Neutrality,’ and 
includes a discussion of ‘‘Contraband” and of the “ Visitation, 
Capture, and Trial of Neutral Vessels.” The chapter on contraband 
furnishes a useful guide to the recent history of the subject, and 
states clearly the American doctrine of ‘‘ continuous transport.’ The 
whole subject of public international law has been excellently 
arranged and expounded, and Dr. Oppenheim’s work deserves to 'ake 
a high place among treatises on the subject. It should be added 
that to each section is prefixed a list of treatises and monographs 
relating to its subject-matter. 

Executors and Administrators. 


A CoMPENDIUM OF THE LAW RELATING TO EXEOUTORS AND ADMINIS- 
TRATORS, WITH AN APPENDIX OF STATUTES, ANNOTATED BY 


Méans OF REFERENCES TO THE TEXT. By the Hon. W. Grecory 
Waker, B.A., a Puixne Judge’ of the Supreme Court of New 
South W Jes, and Ep@ar J. Exreoop, BC L., M.4., Barrister-»t- 
Law. Fovurts Epition. By Epaar J. Excoop, B,C.L., M.A. 
Scevens & Haynes 


The law relating to personal representatives is clearly and concisely 
sta ed in Messrs. Walker and Elgood’s manual, of which « fourth 
edition has now been prepared by Mr. Elgood. The origival p'an of 
the work has not been modified, but in numerous places indications 
will be found that it has undergone careful revision. Tnus ia 
regard to grant of administration to a creditor notice is taken at 
p- 54, of the change in the form of the administration bond 
made in 1400 in order to deprive the creditor of bis right of retainer, 
which had been held in Duvies v Parry (1899, 1 Ch. 602) not to be 
tuken away by the then current form; and the whole subject of the 
personal representa'ives’ righ: of preference and retainer is well dis- 
cussed at pp. 205-207. Other matters upon which us+ful guidance is 
given include the extent to which advantage can be taken of R.S.C. 
ord. 16, r. 46, for the purpose of obtaiving the appointment of a 
p-rson to represent the estate of the deceased in the absence of a 
personal represev tative (p, 89) ; aud the point which frequently arises 
in practice as to the date at which a person appowted at once 
executor and trustee’ ceases to bear the former character and takes 
upon hin self the latter (p. 332) It required no little skill to present 
within moderate compass so extensive @ branch of the law, and the 
present edition perpetuates a successful and useful piece of work. 





Books of the Week. 


The English Reports. Vol. LXI.: Vice-Chancellor’s Court VI., 
containing Simons New Series, Vols 1 and 2; Drewry, Vols. 1 to 3. 
William Green & Sons, Edinburgh ; Stevens & Sons (\imited). 

A Treatise on the Law of Sale of Personal Property, with Refer- 
ences to the Americau Decisions and to the French Code and Civil 
Law. By Jupan PuHiuip BENJAMIN, QC, Fifth Evition. By 
Water CHaRLEs ALAN Ker M.A., and ARTHUR R*GINALD 
BUTTERWORTH, Barristers-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

Principles of the Law of Partnership, By ARTHUR UND&RHILL, 
M.A., LL.D., Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. Butterworth & 
Co. 

The Present and Future of Trade Unions. By ALFRED HENRY 
Rorace, K.C., and Herman CoHnen, MA, Barrister-at-Law. 
William Clowes & Sons (Limited). 

Departmental Decisions by the Local Government Board, Board of 
Education, Home Office, Treasury. Quarterly Issue; No. 2; March, 
1906. Price 2s. 8. Edgecumbe Rogers. 

Roman Private Law: Funded on the Institutes of Gaius and 
Justinian. By R. W. Leace, M.A., B.C.L., Barrister at-Law. 
Macmillan & Co. (Limited). 

Central Criminal Court Sessions Paper (Morgan, Mayor), Fifth 
Session, held March 5th 1906, and Following Days. Miuutes of 
Evideuce taken m Snorthand. By GeorGE WALP»LE, Shorthand 
Writer to the Court. Pomts of Law and Practice edited by R. F. 
GRaHAM-CAMPBELL, Exq Geo. Walpole. 

Local Taxation in London. Ry M. E. Lanes. With a Preface 
by Lord WELBy. P. 8S. King & Son. 








Bigham and Bray, JJ., have made the following arrangements for the 
ensuing Spring Assizes on the Northern Circuit : The commissions will be 
opened at Manchester on Tuesday, April 17, and at Liverpool on Saturday, 
May 5. Both civil and crimiual business will be taken, and the hearing of 
special jury causes will be begun at Manchester on Wednesday, April 18, 
and at Liverpool on Monday, May 7. 

We understand that a Law Clerks’ Association for London is in the 
course of formation. A preliminary meeting was held (by kind permission 
of the London School of Law) at 1, Old Serjeants’-inn, W C., when those 
present formed themselves into a provisional committee, A sub-committee 
was appointed to draft rules, and Messrs. Edmund Watson and Bertram 
A. Johnson were appointed honorary secretaries (pro. tem.). These 
gentl+ men will be pleased to receive communications on the subject, which 
should be addressed to them at 1, Old Serjeants’-inn, W.0, 

The date for beginning the proceedings in the Yarmouth Parliamentary 
election p-tition has now, says the Zimes, been definitely fixed for Thurs- 
day, the 26th of April, and it will be heard at Yarmouth before Grantham 
aud Channell, JJ. The following are the dates at present arranged for 

rocerding with the other election petitions, viz.: Maidstone, Tuesday, 
ay 8, the judges being Mr. Justice Grantham and Mr. Ju-tice Lawrance ; 
the Bodmin Division of Cornwall, Tuesday, May 15, before Mr. Justice 
Grantham and Mr. Justice Channell ; Worcester City, Tuesday, May 22, 
before Mr. Justice Lawrance and Mr, Justice Channell; and the Atter- 
cliffe Division of Sheffield, Wednesday, June 13, before Mr. Justice 





Grantham and Mr. Justice Lawrance, 
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Correspondence. 


Mortgages of Registered Land. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ]} 
Sir,—With reference to plan 6, suggested in Key and Elphinstone’s 
Precedents (8th ed ), vol. 2, p. $20, viz., ‘‘to take the mortgage by 
an unregistered assurance . supported by a registered transfer ”’ 
of the land, I understand that, with regard to a proposed transaction 
in this form, the Land Registry state that they will decline to register 
the transfer unless the stamp duty has been adjudicated, and the 
authorities at Somerset House state that the transfer, if it is an 
absolute conveyance, will be adjudicated as liable to duty as a 
conveyance on sale. 
I presume that the risk of this adjudication will prevent the 
adoption of the plan above referred to. 
You will perhaps think proper to mention this point in this week’s 
issue of the Sotictrors’ JOURNAL. W. S. E. 
March 28. 
[See observations under ‘‘ Current Topics.” —Ep. S../.] 





The Land Registry. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 

Sir,—It appears that solicitors are now themselves to prepare the 
draft entries before going before the assistant registrars. In reply 
to a mild suggestion that this was not compulsory, I was informed 
that the idea was to save public time, and that, whilst not insisting 
upon it, applicants who had filled in their forms would be taken first 

Is it not time solicitors made astand? The fee for registration 
with a possessory title is one guinea for every £1,000 up toa 
maximum fee of ten guineas, and for this a copy of the deed has to be 
made and one attendance at the Land Registry, at least, made. Very 
often the stationer’s charge for the copy deed absorbs the greater part 
of the fee. 

I would suggest that as we are now to do the assistant registrars’ 
work, some of those leisured gentlemen might be compulsorily 

F. 


retired and their salaries distributed amongst us. 
March 27. 





A Defect in Insurance Law. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—The case of Phenix Assurance Co. (Limited) v. Spooner, 
reported in the current issue of the WEEKLY REPORTER (54 W. R. 
> recalls what I venture to think is a serious defect in insurance 
aw. 

The Corporation of Plymouth had served a notice to treat in respect 
of the property, which was subsequently déstroyed by fire. The 
insurance company settled the loss with the vendor, and the corpora- 
tion agreed to the price of the property, taking into consideration 
the insurance money which had been paid to the vendor. The 
insurance company then demanded to be subrogated to all rights 
which the vendor had as against the corporation to the extent of the 
money they had paid; and were successful. 

I do not intend to question the legal aspect of the case, but I 
should like to add a few comments about the moral aspect. 

In estimating the risk run, an insurance company have regard to 
the nature of the building and of the use to which it is put, and they 
base the premium they charge upon these circumstances, and these 
alone. In the vast majority of cases they can have no knowledge 
about the owner, and they do not charge a heavier premium because 
the property belongs to Jones and not to Robinson. Now, having 
accepted the risk, I hold that, if loss arises, they should compensate 
the person who can prove that he is the individual upon whom the 
loss will actually fall, quite irrespective of the fact whether he is 
entitled, legally, to the benefit of the policy. The risk contemplated 
by the insurance has matured and should be paid. 

This is not, unfortunately, the law, and, to render the insurance 
company liable it is necessary that the interest of the claimant 
should be indorsed on the policy, and the consent of the company 
obtained—a mere empty formality which is granted by every com- 
pany as a matter of course. 

Of course, I know that there is such a thing as a black list in the 
insurance world. but it would be easy to provide that no compensa- 
tion should be payable to any person who was shewn to have been 
justifiably placed on such list. 

The alteration suggested could very easily be effected. All that is 
required is to provide that insurance shall not be a personal contract, 
but shall enure for the benefit of the person upon whom the loss 
shall actually fall. 

Until this moral aspect of the contract is legally recognized, may I 
suggest that solicitors should confine all their business to those 
offices by whom it is respected ? H. H. Srookpae Ross. 


Cases of the Week. 


———— 
House of Lords. 
PAQUIN (LIM.) v. BEAUCLERK (FORMERLY HOLDEN). 26th March, 


Hvuspanp anp Wire—Contract—Acrency—Marriep Women’s Propzpry 
Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vicr. c. 63), s. 1. 


Appeal from an order of the Court of Appeal (Collins, M.R., and Mathew 
and Cozens-Hardy, L.JJ.). The appellants were milliners and dregs. 
makers, to whom the respondent, who was living with her husband, was 
introduced by an old customer in 1903, and goods were supplied to her on 
credit and charged to her account. She was treated by the appellants as q 
principal, and for some time she paid for goods sent by her own cheques, 
Later on the respondent’s husband absconded, and this action was brought 
against her for the balance remaining unpaid, The respondent did not 
say she was a married woman on ordering the goods, but gave her married 
name and address. The evidence at the trial was that she had he 
husband’s express authority for dealing with the appellants and had no 
separate estate at the time. The trial took place before A. T. Lawrence, J, 
who entered judgment for the appellants, but the Court of Appeal reversed 
this, on the ground that there was no evidence of respondent’s having 
entered into a contract otherwise than as agent. 

Tae Hovse was equally divided in opinion. 

Lord Lorrsvrn, C., after shortly stating the facts, said that it will be 
convenient to state, first, what I understand to be the law applicable to 
the present case. At common law the general rule was that a married 
woman was incapable of contracting on her own account, and could not be 
sued alone. But she might contract as agent of her husband. In equity, 
possessed at the time of a separate estate, not subject to restraint 
on anticipation (I will call it a free, separate estate), she could make 
contracts enforceable against her separate estate, but not enforceable 
against herself personally. Such being the state of law and equity, it was 
manifest that the present appellants could not, apart from the statute, 
have sued the respondent at law at all, because she was a married woman. 
Nor could they have sued her in equity, because, in fact, she had no 
separate estate. It was not argued that she had. Accordingly, in order 
to succeed, the appellants must rest their case upon the statute. There 
are two Acts of Parliament which have been relied upon. One of 
them is the Married Women’s Property Act of 1882. A portion of that 
Act has been repealed ; but section 1, sub-section 2, remains, and under it 
a married woman can be sued as if she were a feme sole, and may also 
contract as such. But it was held, and, I think, properly, that this 
right to contract only existed where the married woman had separate 
property at the time. So far, therefore, as the present case is concerned, 
the Act of 1882 does, indeed, authorize the action being brought against 
the respondent in her own name, but it does not give any effective remedy 
against her or entitle the appellants to judgment, as soon as it appears that 
she had no separate estate at the time of the alleged contract. The second 
Act was the Married Women’s Property Act of 1893. The only chance of 
the appellants was to bring their action under that Act. The Act of 1893 
provided that all the future separate estate of a married woman should be 
available to answer every contract she might enter into, where she entered 
into it ‘otherwise than as agent.” It does not signify, under this Act, 
whether or not she had a separate estate at the time. If she was acting 
as an agent the Act of 1893 would not apply. If she was acting otherwise 
than an agent, then the Act will apply. I think it is clear that the appel- 
lants are entitled to succeed if Mrs. Holden ordered these goods on her 
own account, and equally clear that they must fail if she ordered them as 

agent of her husband. [And after dealing with the course of the tial, 
the Lord Chancellor continued :] I am of opinion that the evidence, which 
was uncontradicted, leaves it beyond reasonable doubt that the respondent 
did act with her husband’s express authority. There was no evidence the 
other way. That is sufficient to dispose of her case. It was immaterial 
whether the tradesman knew at the time that she was a married woman, 
or had the authority of her husband. I think the Court of Appeal came 
to a right conclusion. 

Lord Macnacuten agreed with the Lord Chancellor, but Lords 
Rosertson and Arkinson thought that the decision of the Court of Appeal 
should be reversed and judgment entered for the appellants. 

Tue House being ¢qually divided, the judgment of the Court of Appeal 
was affirmed, but without costs.—Counsrx, Isaacs, K.C., Lush, K.C., and 
Groser ; Bankes, K.C., Norman Craig, and H. McKenna. Soxrcitors, A. R. 
Gery ; Lewis & Lewis. 


[Reported by C. H. Grarron, Esq., Barrister-at-Lew.] 





Court of Appeal. 
BROWN ». FEENEY. No.1. 24th March. 


Practice—PaymMent into Court—Acrion or Lisef—Monzy Paw wm 
Wirnovr Dentat or Liasmiry—Deata or Derenpant Barons TRIAL— 
Payment or Money Ovur—R. 8, C. XXII. 1, 5. 


Appeal from an order made by Walton, J., in chambers. In an action 
for libel the defendant with his statement of defence, which did not deny 
liability, paid a sum of money into court as sufficient to satisfy the 
plaintiff’s claim. The plaintiff proceeded with the action and did not 
take the money out of court. Before trial the defendant died. The 
executors of the defondant took out a summons in the action 





&: Worthing, March 26 


for an order for ae of the money out to them. Walton, J., 
refused the order, he plaintiff appealed, It was agreed, in order 
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— 
to avoid any technical difficulty as to the action being dead, that 
the summons should be treated as an originating summons not taken 
out in the action and that the question for decision should be whether 
the plaintiff or the executors ought to have the money. The executors 
contended that as the money was not accepted in satisfaction of the claim 
it remained in court as the defendant’s money, and that, the action being 
dead, the court had no jurisdiction to order it to be paid out to the plaintiff 
under ord. 22,r. 5. They relied upon Gray v. Batholomew (43 W. R. 177; 
1995, 1 Q. B. 209). The plaintiff contended that when money was paid 
into ‘court without a denial of liability it belonged to him subject to be 
divested: by an order of the court, and.he could take it out when he 

eased: ord. 22, r. 5; Berdan v. Greenwood (26 Ww. R. 902, 3 Ex. D. 251), 
Enden v. Carte (30 W.R. 17,19 Ch. D. 311). It remained in court for the 
p of amends, and the court would now order it to be paid out to 
the plaintiff. Even if the money did not belong to the plaintiff, the court 
could under the last clause of ord. 22, r. 5, or under its inherent jurisdic- 
tion over money in court, order it to be paid out to the plaintiff, whose right 
to it was better than the executors. 

Tar Court (VauGHAN Wit14Ms, Srieuine, and Mouton, L.JJ-) having 
taken time to consider, dismissed the appeal. 

Vavenan Wriu1aMs, L.J., said that it was not disputed that where money 
was paid into court by way of satisfaction without a denial of liability, and 
the plaintiff took it out under ord. 22, r. 5, he might proceed with the 
action and claim damages w/éra. The money here was not taken out, and, 
the defendant having died before the trial, they had to consider whether the 
plaintiff was still entitled to take the money out under ord. 22, r. 5. In his 
opinion, so far as the rules were concerned, as the action was dead, the 
plaintiff was not entitled to take his money out. It was argued 
that as the money was paid to satisfy an admitted cause of action 
the money became the plaintiff’s from the moment of payment in. 
In his opinion Gray v. Bartholomew shewed that that contention 
could not be supported. That case shewed that the plaintiff merely 
got a right under the rule to take the money out unless the court 
or a judge otherwise ordered. That decision was inconsistent with the 
money having become the property of the plaintiff, because no court 
would order the plaintiff's money to be paid out to the defendant. 
In the present case they must take it that, if the case had been tried, the 
judge at the trial would have had power to order the money to 
be paid out. That power was not one which must necessarily be exercised 
under the rules. In his opinion, when the power under the rules was 
exhausted the judge still had power to say what should be done with the 
money. Here the plaintiffs’ right to the money was better than that of 
the executors, and primdé facie the right thing to do was to order the 
money to be paid out to him, his cause of action being admitted and the 
amount of the damages being assessed by the defendant. 

Sretmwe, L.J., concurred.—In his opinion the court had jurisdiction to 
entertain the application to order the money to be paid out. Wright v. 
Mitchell (18 Ves. 293) shewed that there was jurisdiction, where the bill 
was dismissed for want of prosecution, upon the application of the person 
who paid the money into court, toorder it to be paid out to him. Wynne 
v. Jackson (2 Russ. 351) supported that view. There was, therefore, juris- 
diction to make the order in favour of the executors, but they must shew 
some reason why the plaintiff should be deprived of the money, and they 
had shewn none. 

Moutton, L.J., concurred. 

Tue Covrt, by consent, made an order upon the summons that the 
money should be paid out to the plaintiff.—CounseL ‘ontague Shearman, 
K.C., and P. B. Morle ; Montague Lush, K.C., and R. E. Vaughan Wiliams. 
Soicrrors, Churchman ¢ Winser, for G. H. Hindley, Liverpool; Field, 
Roscoe, § Co., for Pinsent ¢ Co., Birmingham. 

| Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 


REX v. LLOYD AND SOLMAN. Ex parte DAY. No.1. 23rd Feb. ; 
24th March. 


Oounry Court —Jupcz— Dervry — AProrntTMENT OF Two Deputies — 
County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), ss. 18-21. 


In this case one Day, the defendant in an action of Solman v. Day, tried at 
the Brompton (ounty Court, had obtained two rules to shew cause respec- 
tively why a writ of certiorari and a writ of prohibition should not issue 
for the purpose of quashing the judgment obtained against him in the 
county court and staying all further proceedings in the action. The 
Divisional Court discharged both rules, and Day appealed. The case arose 
in this way: His Honour Judge Henry James Stonor, ju of the 
Marylebone County Court, being ill, made on the 13th of February, 
1905, an order appointing F. B. Fitzroy Cowper, Esq., to act as his deputy 
for that court in his absence from the 13th of February to the 13th of April 
next, and failing the said F. B. Fitzroy Cowper from illness or other 
cause on any day or days during the said period, further appointed 
Clement Elphinstone Lloyd, Esq., to act as his deputy during his absence 
for the said court on such day or days aforesaid. Ju Stonor, who was 
also judge of the Brompton County Court, on the same day made an order 
in similar terms appoiuting ©. E. Lloyd to act as his deputy in the said 
Brompton County Court, and failing him appointed F. B, Fitzroy Cowper. 
The periods of appointment were the same in the two orders. The 
two barristers thus appointed respectively sat as deputies, the former in 
the on County Oourt and the latter in the Brompton County 
Court. The summons in the case of Solman v. Day, owing to the hearing 
having been adjourned for reasons not matrrial more than once, came on 
for hearing on a day when Mr. Fitzroy Cowper happened to be sitting as 
deputy judge at Marylebone County Court. The defendant applied for 
the rules, on the ground that as a county court judge held but one office he 








could appoint but one deputy to act for him on any one day. Conse- 

uently Solman v. Day having been tried when both county courts of the 
district were sitting, the deputy judge before whom it was tried had no 
jurisdiction, and the proceedings, being coram non judice, should be quashed. 
The Divisional Court discharged both rules, being of opinion that power 
being given under the County Courts Act, 1888, to a county court judge to 
appoint a deputy with the approval of the Lord Chancellor for each court 
within his district, the fact that two deputy judges duly appointed sat at 
different courts on the same day did not deprive either of them of the 
jurisdiction with which he had been duly invested. Day appealed. Cur. 
adv, vuit, 

March 24.—Tue Court (Vavenan Wiss, Srinuine, and Moutron, 
L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal, holding that a county court judge was not 
appointed toa circait, but to different courts, and had the power under 
sections 18-21 of the County Courts Act, 1888, to appoint a deputy for 
each court district. Application for a stay on usual terms pending an 
appeal was granted.—CounseL, Duke, K.C., and W. O. Hodges; 8. A. T. 
Rowlatt ; I. A. Symmons. Sourcrrors, R W. Beckwith; The Treasury 
Solicitor ; Houson § Co. 

[Reported by Ersxixe Rew, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 


AUTOMATIC SELF-CLEANSING FILTER SYNDICATE CO. (LIM.) v. 
CUNNINGHAME. No. 1. 2ist March. 


Company — ResotuTion or Masorrry or SHAREHOLDERS TO CoMPEL 
Direcrors ‘co Seri Assers Acarmnst Terr Jup@MENT—ARTICLES OF 
AssocIATION. 

In this case the plaintiff company had been formed to acquire certain 
inventions and to se]l any part of its undertakings as might seem fit to the 
company. By its articles of association it was provided that the company 
should be managed by certain directors appointed by the shareholders, who 
could be removed by special resolution only. It appeared that some of the 
shareholders, wishing that the assets of the company should be disposed of, 
had arranged terms therefor, and had requested the directors to call a 
meeting of the shareholders to deal with the matter. At the meeting a 
resolution requiring the directors to sell the assets was passed by a small 
majority, but the directors, not considering the sale would be for the 
benefit of the company, refused to carry out the resolution. ‘Thereupon the 
shareholders brought proceedings to compel the directors to carry out the 
sale, and for an injunction restraining them from disposing of the assets of 
the company in any way other than that which was approved of by the 
resolution. The motion came before Warrington, J., who refused it, and 
the plaintiffs appealed. 

Cotiiys, M.R., in dismissing the appeal, said that the question was 
whether the directors under the articles of association could be compelled 
to accept the resolution of the shareholders in opposition to their own views. 
It had been held by Warrington, J., that a majority of the shareholders 
could not compel the directors so to do, that the directors were the proper 
persons to decide the question of sale, and that their views could be over- 
ridden by an extraordinary resolution only. The articles of association 
provided in effect that the directors were to be the sole judges of the fitness 
of any proposed sale. The powers of the directors could be altered only by 
an extraordinary resolution, and an ordivary majority of the shareholders 
could not change the mandate given to the direetors by the articles of 
association. 

Cozens-Harpy, L.J., agreed. The articles of association had provided 
that the company’s business was to be managed by the directors, who were 
to be removed unly by special resolution. That being so, the directors 
could not be interfered with in the absence of fraud. Directors were not 
mere agents, but more in the position of managing partners. His lordship 
thought it strange that so important a point as that involved in this case 
had not been decided before.—CounseL, Gore-Browne, K.C., and Jessel ; 
Norton, K.C., and Mossop. 

{Reported by Henry Sreraen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re HOLE. DAVIES ». WITTS. No. 1. 5th, 6th, 7th, and 20th March. 


Estate Dutry—Incinence —Lunatic—Next-or-Kix—Frvance Act, 1894 
(57 & 58 Vicr. c. 30), ss. 6 (2), 9 (1). 

This was an appeal from a judgment of Farwell, J. The facts shewed 
that the next-of-kin of a lunatic so found by inquisition petitioned for a 
charge upon the lunatic’s real property in respect of estate duty, on such 
real property, that had been paid out of the personalty by his committee. 
It had been held by Farwell, J., that the duty bad been properly paid by 
the committee, and that the duty paid was a charge upon the real estate, 
the interest upon which must be kept down out of the rents and profits, 
and the accumulations of the surplus rents applied in paying off the charge. 
He accordingly dismissed the petition, and the petitioners appealed. 

Romer, L.J., in dismissing the appeal, said that the charge on the real 
estate was created by the Finance Act, 1894, but that the accumulations 
= surplus rents had extinguished the charge before the death of the 

unatic. 

Cozens-Harpy, L.J., said that there was no interest of the lunatic which 
required the charge created by the Finance Act to be kept alive; on the 
Innatic s death it must be deemed to have merged, end there was no equity 
between the next-of-kin and the lunatic’s heir-at-law which would entitle 
the former to have it kept alive. 

Couns, M.R., agreed.—Oovunsret, Upjohn, K.C., and R. J. Parker ; 
Buteher, K.C., and Higgins. Soxricrrons, Currie, Williams, ¢ Williams ; 
Trower, Still, Freeling, § Parkin. 

[Reported by Henry Srernen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re VICKERSTAFF (DECEASED). VICKERSTAFF v. CHADWICK. 
Kekewich, J. 22nd March, 


ADMINISTRATION—PracticeE—Orper oF Court—Costs PayasLe Out oF 
THE Esrate—Reatty—Lanp Transrer Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vict. c. 
65), s. 2, suB-section 3—R. S. C. LXV. 14 (p). 

This was an originating summons taken out by the administratrix and 
widow of the deceased to determine whether, in the course of the adminis- 
tration of the real and personal estate of the deceased, the real estate was 
liable to be charged with the payment of the costs of the defendants, 
incurred as plaintiffs in an action in the Probate Division of the High 
Court of Justice, which costs by the judgment delivered in the said action 
on the 23rd of November, 1905, were ordered to come out of the estate of 
the said deceased. The facts were shortly as follows : The deceased by his 
will dated the 20th of January, 1905, made his mother his sole executrix 
and universal legatee, and died on the following day. His mother died 
on the 26th of January, 1905, having by her will appointed the defendants 
her executors. In an action in the Probate Division, in which the present 
defendants were plaintiffs and propounded the will, it was held that at 
the time the deceased made his will he was of unsound mind, and adminis- 
tration was granted to the deceased’s widow, the present plaintiff, and it 
was ordered that the plaintiffs’ costs should come out of the estate. After 
payment of the debts there was practically no personal estate but there 
was considerable real estate. It was admitted that under the old law the 
real estate would not be liable. The quertion to be decided was whether 
the provisions of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, and ord. 65, r. 14 (d) 
extended the jurisdiction of the court so that the judgment of the court in 
the probate action operated to charge the real estate with the payment of 
costs. By the Land Transfer Act, 1897, s. 2, sub-section 3, it is enacted 
that ‘‘ In the administration of the assets of a person dying after the com- 
mencement of this Act, his real estate shall be administered in the same 
manner, subject to the same liabilities for debt, costs, and expenses, and 
with the same incidents, as if it were personal estate.’’ By ord. 65, r. 14 (d; 
it is provided that in any probate action in which it is ordered that any 
costs shall be paid out of the estate, the judge making such order may 
direct out of what portion or portions of the estate such shall be paid, and 
such costs shall be paid accordingly: 

Kexewicn, J., in giving judgment, said: The Probate Division has 
ordered, in the action in that division, that the plaintiffs’ costs shall be 
paid out of the dec+ased’s estate. Does it mean out of the estate generally 
or out of the personal estate only? If this case had arisen before the 
passing of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, ‘‘the estate’? w:uld mean the 
personal estate. for the very plain reason that the court had no jurisdiction 
to deal with the real estate. Now, the statute constitutes a real represen- 
tative, who is not a different person from the personal representative, but 
must necessarily be the same. The real estate is vested in him, and 
remains so vested until he conveys it away. There may even be a grant of 
probate of realty only, in cases where there is no personalty. This, I 
think, carries us a long way, and section 2, sub-section 3, of the Act sets 
the matter at rest. That section says that real estate shall be under the 
same liability as to costs as personal e8tate. But it is said that, in view of 
ord. 65, r. 14 (d), which has been made since the passing of the Land 
Transfer Act, 1897, the court must specifically mention the real estate if it 
means it to be charged. I think that argumentisunsound. By ‘‘estate’’ 
is meant the whole estate, realty as well as personalty, though the court 
could direct that the costs were to come out of a particular part of the 
estate. The conclusion I therefore come to is that ‘‘ estate ’’ means realty 
ag well as personalty, and as there is no personalty, the costs must come out 
of the realty.—Covunsen, Stewart Smith, K.C., and Whinney ; Lawrence, 
K.C., and Cartmell. Souicrrors, Swann, Bradley, & Co., for Challinors ¢ 
Shaw, Leek ; Robbins, Billing, & Co., for Hacker & Allen, Leek. 


[Reported by H. Worcort Wanrnez, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


GRIFFITHS v. VESEY. Swinfen Eady, J. 23rd March. 


Practice—Venpor ann Purcnaser—Fativre or Purcnaser To CompietTe 
—Sperciric Perronmance—Forreirure or Dezprostr—Costs—Form or 
Orper. 


Motion. The plaintiffs were trustees of the will of a testatrix who died 
in January, 1904, and they held property on trust for sale. They contracted 
with the defendant for the sale to him of part of the property, the 
contract embodying conditions of sale subject to which the property had 
been put up for auction. The defendant purchaser deposited £125 with 
the auctioneer, but did not complete on the day fixed. Amongst the 
conditions was one in the usual form providing for forfeiture of deposit 
and liberty for the vendors to resell, the purchaser bearing any loss occa- 
sioned in the event of failure to complete. The vendors obtained judgment 
for “ific performance against the purchaser in default of appearance, 
and, after deducting rents and profits received by the vendors, the balance 
due from the defendant was certified by the master to be £2,424 8s. 9d. 
On the 17th of November, 1905, on the plaintiffs’ motion, the court 
appointed a definite time for payment of that balance, when the plaintiffs 
were to deliver the conveyance to the defendant, the defendant paying the 
taxed costs of that motion. On failure by the defendant to pay the 
balance on the day fixed, the plaintiffs, by the present motion, sought a 
declaration that the deposit was forfeited, and that they could proceed to 
another sale, the defendant making good any deficiency and all expenses, 
and paying both the costs included m the master’s certificate and also the 
costa of the motion of the 17th of November, 1905. The vendors did not 
desire rescission, as in the event of rescission they could not claim to 


— 
Swinren Eapy, J., made the order as asked by the notice of Motion, 
except as to the £25 10s. 10d., costs of the motion of tne 17th of Novembe, 
1905, inasmuch as there was still an order outstanding in respect Of thet 
motion.—CounsEL, Eve, K.(’., and T. L. Wilkinson. Soxtcrrors, Dubois § g, 


[Reported by F. Hanpivez Datston, Esq., Barrister-at-Law,] 








Law Societies. 


The Barristers’ Benevolent Association, 


The annual meeting of this body was held on Wednesday, when the 
Lord Chancellor took the chair. Many of the judges and leading coun] 
were present. 

The report stated that the donations during the year amounted y 
£5.317, and the subscriptions to £1,612. The association had sy 
under the will of Lady Diana Huddleston, the widow of Mr, Baron 
Huddleston, to a bequest of £10.000, which it had been decided to inyg 
as a separate fund, and to distribute the income in special annuities of 
each, to be called ‘‘ Huddleston Annuities.’’ Relief was granted jn lu 
instances during the year, the total amounting to £2,866, as against 
£2,566 Jast year. 

The Lorp Cuancextor, in moving the adoption of the report, said itwy 
singularly appropriate that some of the fortune which Mr. Baron Hnddk. 
ston had amassed by his wonderfully skilful advocacy should be left for 
the purpose of relieving the wants of the less fortunate members of th 
bar. He wished to say that in his humble opinion it was really the duty 
of every member of the profession who could afford it to contribute to that 
society. When the fund first started there us+d to be constant levies made 
for the assistance of those who were unfortunate, and it us-d to come very 
largely upon the same generous donors over and over again, He 
did not think that even now the association had attained the 


mearure of success which it ought to attain. There shoud 
be a larger number of small annual subscriptions on the part 


of every one who was practising successfully. If that were done, it 
would mean the relief of a large amount of distress. He was not one of 
those who thought success at the bar was even approximately proportioned 
to merit, and there were few who had been sucvessful who were worth 
much if they did not acknowledge that they had been fortunate beyond 
their deserts. There were many others who had been prevented by 
accident from being successful. He hoped that they would obtain th 
wide general assistance of all members of the bar towards this a-sociation, 

Lord Linpxey, in seconding the motion, said that steps were being take 
which, he hoped, would prevent the outgoings from being so dangerously 
near the amount of the annual subscriptions 

Mr Justice Granruam, in proposing the election of the committee, said 
he supposed there was no profession in which the wreckage was 80 large 
as the profession of the bar. With the exception of a few eminent ma 
who climbed to the top of the tree, and about a dozen successful barristen 
who monopolized the work in the courts, there were a great mass of abl 
and competent men who were well fitted to take a part in the work who 
remained out in the shade. 

Other speeches followed. 

tna 


United Law Society. 
March 26.—Mr. A. H. Richardson in the chair.—The minutes of te 


Mr. Forder Lampard moved, and Mr. Wilfred Hooper opposed, the follow’ 
ing resolution: ‘‘ That the decision of Mr. Justice Kekewich in Macmillm 
§ Vo. v. Dent (1906, 1 Ch. 101) was wrong.’”’ The following memben 
spoke on the resolution: Messrs. E. Cox Sinclair, A. J. Douglass, J. 
Menzies, A. M. Bulloch, G Herbert Head, Neville Tebbutt, and H. Wind 
The motion was carried by 12 votes to 5. 








A deputation representing the Association of Chambers of Commett 
and leading industrial associations intimate with the working of th 
Patents Acts will, says the Times, wait upon the President of the Boandd 
‘rade at noon on the 9th of April. The object of the deputation ist 
maintain the necessity of legislation to compel holders of patents to 
their patents in this country instead of continuing indefinitely to supply 
British consumers from works established abroad. ‘The contention of the 
deputation will be that such patents should Japse automatically. 


The Charity Commissioners, in their report, which is shortly to & 
issued, state, says the Zimes, that the total sum of stocks and investments 
held by the Official Trustees of Charitable Funds on the 31st of Decembt 
last amounted to £24.820,945 28. ‘The aggregate income derived from the 
several stocks, securities, and annuities held by these official trustees 
amounted for the year to £671,261 10s. Tid. ‘During the year] 
securities amounting in the aggregate to £530,082 10s. 10d. were sold ot 
retransferred by the trustees. ‘The report records an appr-ciable incres® 
in the number of accounts and separate charities rendered to the com: 
missioners, and also in the number of accounts received in respect of 
years. The figures shew a decrease for 1905 us compared with 1904, when 
the number was 51,153, but it is explained that the decrease was caused by 
the reduced number of accounts in arrear. The quantity of land 
under the authority of the commissioners during 1905 amout 1 
1,466 acres, of which 356 acres were situated in urban districts andl, 





retain the deposit money. 


acres in rural districts, 







last two meetings were read by the honorary secretary and duly confirmed, | 
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= of Motion, 
1 oO N 7 7 . 
‘peo tit | The Registration of Title to Land. Companies. 
‘ Sweat, HE 4 saper on this subject was to be read by Mr. J. R Hart before the Licences Insurance Corporation. 
rss. pustitate of Actuaries on Monday last. It is much too lengthy for inser- NU 
ti in our colamns, but we give the conclusions of the author: ‘* Review- ? ANNUAL MEETIN G. y 
asa whole the present position of registration of title in England, itis | The sixteenth annual general meeting of the Licences Insurance Cor- 
evident, I think, that a good system wouid not only be preferred to the old | poration and Guarantee Fund \Limited) was held on Friday, the 23rd inst., 
of conveyancing, but would meet with general appreciation. | #t the Insiitute of Chartered Accountants, Moorgate-place, Mr. A. W. 
While, however, our particular type of registration contains the main RvueGues- Baise (chairman) presiding. ; 
tion principles essential to secure the benefits of successful working, and is Mr. C. D. Greenway (assistant manager) having read the notice con- 
: ren free from some of the drawbacks of its model, it has not given com- | Vébing the meeting, J : 
lay, when the ite satisfaction up to the present time. Some of the reasons for: this The Cxarxman, in moving the adoption of the report and accounts, 
Ading Couns ‘| failure have been brought out in the previous remarks, but sum- | Observed that the corporation had now carried on their business for fifteen 
marizing them, we have— years, and he thought he might say that they had done so with unvarying 
amounted jy First, the state of transition from entirely different methods necessarily | Success, although every year had been associated with a considerable 
d su jas to some complication and difficulty. This is chiefly due to the | @mount of anxiety. Anxieties had prevailed with the trade ior 
f Mr, impossibility of getting rid at once of al) the unsatisfactory features of | many years past, and they could not expect to escape their share. ‘The 
led to inng ME heold system, and to the necessity of allowing the technical ways of | total income for the year had amounted to £101,456 11s. 7d., and the t tal 
Luities of $y IM dealing with land which have hitherto prevailed to continue alongside the | ¢xpenditure to £91,344 Ls. 8d., shewing a balance of £10,111 19s. 11d. To 
anted in jy ME yw methods. That our complicated land laws are an important element this the amount carried forward last year had to be added, bringing the total 
}, 88 againg ME detracting from the benefits of registration is clear from the facility of | to £13,572 18s, 3d. Out of this the directors proposed to pay the usual 
jaling with land in Scotland, where there is a deed registry only. At the | dividend of 6’per cent., and he was happy to announce that this year, and 
t, said itwy ME ame time, wich the spread of our system and a better understanding of its | he hoped in future, it was proposed to pay the dividend free of income tax. 
ron Hudile. principles, things will tend to improve. It would be unreasonable to A balance remained of £9,445 16s. 3d., a portion of which might well be 
L be lett for iF expect perfect conditions in the early stages of its working. added to the permanent reserve tunds of the company. But under all the 
ubers of the Secondly, there are certain drawbacks in the present system, already couditions at present prevailing the board thought it more advisable to 
ly the duty i referred to, which call for amendment. leave this in a liquid state and simply carry it forward to meet the 
ibute to that (a) Permission to deal with the legal estate off the register leads to exigencies of the coming year. They had been able, nevertheless, to add 
; levies made uncertainty as to the exact position of registered proprietors, and £10,000 to the reserves, bringing up the general reserve tund to the sub- 
(0 come very will tend to prevent the public availing thewselves of the system to stantial sum of £50,000. At the same time, this addition was really made 
again, He its fall extent. The simplicity of the Australian Torrens system | Out of the profits of preceding years, which, it would be remembered, were 
tained the should be adhered to in this respect. set aside as a guarantee fund for the establishment of the mutual brewers’ 
ere should (s) Although the disadvantage of the smallness of the number of class. As this class was now able to carry its own responsibilities such 
n the part absolute titles is not so pronounced as is often made out, the full | fund became unnecessary, and it was therefore being passed into 
ere done, it benefits of the system are not secured until titles are absolute or | the reserve. It had been a source of satisfaction to the board to 
Dot one of good leasehold. The registry should adopt a much bolder policy in| be in a position to establish the mutual brewers’ class. It at 
roportioned granting these certificates whenever practical considerations shew | @ny rate reduced the tax of brewers’ insurance to a minimum 
were worth that they can do so without risk or trouble. To assist such grants, and. added to the company’s power and usefulness. During tbe 
ate beyond the insurance funds should be put upon a better basis, both as | fifteen years of the company’s existence its financial success had b.en 
evented by regards the contribution to be paid and the adjudication of claim | marked and uninterrupted. But it was a still greater satisfaction to 
obtain the by the registrar. know that it had been of real aud substantial use to the trade. Dealing 
a sociation, (¢) The registration of possessory titles, which has been the main work | With individual traders and their solicitors, with local exigencies aud 
being taken accomplished up to the present, has caused some dissatisfaction | magisterial prejudices, it had rendered services which were only too little 
langerously owing to the cost and delay being generally considered incommen- understood. ‘his was because, unfortunately, the licensed trade was not 
surate with the advantages secured, with the result that the com- | uvited in such a way that the unfair treatment of individual brewers, and 
nittee, said pulsory provisions of the Act have been felt as a hardship to some | the injustices perpetrated by many benches of magistrates could find 
As 80 extent. As the result of a closer estimate of the insurance risk, the | €Xpression through a representative body in any practical form of resist- 
rinent mea cost of possessory title might be reduced; but, if nec , the | ance or condemnation. With a Radical Government in office further 
11 barrister State should contribute to the expenses until it is found that the | licensing legislation was to be anticipated, and, somehow or another, they 
ass Of able growth of the work of the department will allow of a much smaller might be sure, to the disadvantage of the trade. But there were yet othr 
work who fee being charged. dangers in the changes the Government threatened in the abolition of the 
Opponents of the system have long clamoured for an official inquiry into | qUuatitications of county magistrates which acted as an obstacle to their 
its working, In the first few years this would have been a test of no | @ppointment of men without means or stake in the district, and to take the 
value, and was very properly refused. But it seems probable that such an nomination of the county justices out of the hands of the lord lieutenant 
inquiry will be made before very long; and it will, I think, shew that in | of the county and place it in the hands of the county councils. He wished 
spite of the disadvantager I have mentioned, registration of title has already | it was possible to unite the trade in one big insurance company, so that 
ites of the produced substantial benefits. For its full advantages we must be content legal matters could be dealt with consistently and with that torce of know- 
confirmed, Me ‘ait; but in the meantime it is satisfactory to know that the Registry | ledge and experience which the Licences Assurance Corporation possessed. 
she follow. diiicials are glad to learn the views of various sections uf the public— | He knew the trade had its many societies which were of invaluable use to 
Manila @ “pecially, I think, of such bodies as our institute—and will welcome | it in political and administrative matters, but the corporation wouid like 
members practical suggestions.”’ to have the handling of all legal questions in which they were such 
uglass, J experts, and if the trade could be induced to give them anything like 
H. Wi unaniwous support they would get every advantage as well as insurance 
protection at un expenditure which would work out at quite nominal 
It is announced that a Divisional Court, consisting of the Lord Chief | terms. And when he said that the company could now furnish security 
Justice and Darling and Bray, JJ., will siton Monday next and during for little less than halt a million of money he was entitled, on behalt of the 
tht remainder of the sittings. On the return of Mr. Justice Ridley from corporation, to claim confidence and support, He should like, on behalf 
Yommere #% the Birmingham Assizes, he will take the place of Mr. Justice Bray in | of the board, to thank the manager and the assistant manager for their 
i of th #% the court. able work aud for carrying out —_ duties so pe saree aud also the 
Board of ; > iy : F es outdoor staff, by whom their work had beén very ably seconded. 
ition is to Pig grag aaron aan Figg oe ages — Sir Tuomas Dewar, in seconding the motion, remarked that the com- 
to work MH xanborn of Chic 7 Me ae rot *, vucge | pany was getting stronger every day. He did not think the shareholders 
mn, of Chicago, has held that the ordinary notice with each instal- islati j i 
fo supply A ment of a magazine serial that the matter is copyright does not satisfy the wane Rane Cas 09 dagistation witch wight ‘Be SIEGES Ghent wens. ce 
ion of the HF American law, which requi “tang? : ” _ away with their property. 
; , quires notice ‘‘ on the title-page If the decision ; ; 
8 not reversed, it would seem that all the authors of books published The motion was unanimously adopted. 
ly to be # serially in American magazines have lost their American copyri rt On the motion of Mr. F. W. Burrerwontn, seconded by Mr. E. De M. 
estments “A City Solicitor.” aa a nd iti Lacon, the retiring directors, Lord Ernest Hamiiton and Mr. T. G. H. 
veoembet I (out ty Solicitor, writing to the Daily Mav on “The Poor Man's | Glynn, were re-elected, : 
from th I seeora a : “*T recently commenced proceedings in the county court to ir, McInryxx, in proposing the re-appointment of Messrs. Turqua: d, 
tastes HE mnrer £33 17s. 7d. At the hearing the defendants did not attend, and | Young, & Co. as auditors, said the company had done very well from the 
sar 1905 Enea was given in their absence. An execution has proved useless, | beginuing, and it was very satisfactory to know that the interests of the 
» sold of my clients must lose the whole of their debt. The following were | shareholders were in the hands of men so capable and industrious as were 
tneseald out-of-pocket payments in the court : their directors. 
he Cou Plaint fee es sv Sa £1 1 0 Mr. Manson, in seconding the motion, observed that for the company to 
of later Hearing fee... 20 0 have consolidated itself in such a marveilous way during years of depres- 
!, when Taxing fee . 05 0 sion and excitement reflected the very greatest credit on the directors and 
suged by Execution fee wes re ee those assisting them iu its management. 
nd sold High bailiff’s fees ... 310 0 The motion was adopted, and the proceedings terminated. 
nted to 
id 1,100 £8 1 0 ras 
Sir James Mathew is stated to be progressing slowly, but steadily, 


In the High Court the same result ld have been achieved f 
Outlay in fees of £3 3s, 6d.” 5 = Tay : : ar 














towards recovery from his recent illness, 
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Obituary. 
Judge Gwilym Williams. 


His Honour Judge Gwilym Williams died this week at the age of sixty- 
six. He was the son of Mr. D. Williams, of Miskin Manor, near Cardiff, and 
was called to the bar in 1863. He wasstipendary magistrate at Pontypridd 
from 1872 to 1884, when he was appointed a county court judge, first of 
the Mid Wales circuit, but subsequently of the Glamorganshire circuit. 
He was chairman of the Glamorganshire Quarter Sessions, and a deputy 
lieutenant of the county. 


Mr. R. P. Dale, 


Mr. Robert Percy Dale, solicitor, died at Scarborough on the 23rd inst., 
at the age of fifty, after a long illness. He was the son of the late Mr. 
Robert Dale, solicitor, of York. He was admitted in 1878, and practised 
in York. He was appointed town clerk of that city a few years ago and 
was also Registrar of the York Court of Record, and secretary to the Ouse 
Navigation Trust. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Tuomas Bancrorr Oventon, LL.B., barrister-at-law (Solicitor- 
General of Jamaica), has been appointed Attorney-General of Jamaica. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Leste ANTILL and WuateLey CHaRrtes ARNOLD, solicitors (Leslie Antill 
& Arnold), 1, Gresham-buildings, Basinghall-street, London, E.C. 
March 25. 

Rosert Macteane Paci and Appis Epwarp Arcuer, solicitors (Smith, 
Paul, & Archer), Truro. March 12. The said Robert Macleane Paul will 
continue to carry on business under the style of Smith & Paul. 


Jous Srantey Kent, Ceci Prircuarp Henperson, and ARTHUR 
Freperick Brpp Wetcu, solicitors (Stanley Kent, Henderson, & Welch), 
57, Basinghall-street. March 1. [ Gazette, March 27. 


Information Required. 


Porsepestre, Cuartes Henry, deceased.—Any person having any 
knowledge of a Wiil or a Testamentary Instrument signed by the late 
Mr. Charles Henry Poingdestre, formerly of No. 4, Albemarle-street, W., 
but late of No. 2, Victoria-mansions, 8.W., Artist, is requested to 
communicate with Mr. Thomas Eggar, solicitor, 15, George-street, 
Mansion-house, E.C. 





General. 


In an American court the judge, says the Evening Standard, shook his 
head as counsel was epeaking. ‘‘I observe,’’ the lawyer said, ‘‘ that your 
honour shakes your head at my statement. I desire to reaffirm it, although 
your honour dissents.’’ The judge retorted that counsel’s remark was 
uncalled for. ‘‘ There was a fly on myear. And I’ll have you know, sir, 
that I reserve the right to removea fiy in whatever manner pleases me.”’ 


Law, which has long been allied to literature, is, says a writer in the 
Globe, becoming now rather intimate with art. The central hall of the 
new Central Criminal Court is to be adorned by a number of mural 
paintings, from the brush of Professor Moira. One of these paintings 
represents ‘‘ Justice receiving the homage of the Empire,” and contains, 
it is stated, figures of the late Archbishop of Canterbury, Cardinal 
Manning, the Chief Rabbi, a Prime Minister, the Commander-in-Chief, 
the Lord Chief Justice, and the Chancellor of the Exchequer. The Royal 
Courts of Justice are absolutely destitute of paintings, but in the halls of 
the Inns of Court are many notable pictures. ‘‘ The School of Legisla- 
tion,’”’ which Mr. Watts painted for the benchers of Lincoln’s-inn in 1859, 
is one of the largest and noblest frescoes in the country. It represents an 
imaginary assemblage of the great lawgivers of different nationalities 
from Moses down to Edward I. 


The funeral of Judge Gwilym Williams on Wednesday, says the Daily 
Mail, was a striking testimony to his popularity. People from all parts 
of South Wales gathered at Miskin Manor, and the funeral was one of the 
largest ever seen in the county of Glamorgan. Among those who 
attended were Lord Aberdare, Sir Alfred Thomas, M.P., Colonel 
Wyndham-Quin, The Mackintosh of Mackintosh, Mr. O. H. Jones, and 

ntatives of all classes of Welsh life. A procession was formed at 
Miskin Manor, the picturesque residence of the late judge, and wended its 
way to the churchyard at Liantrissant. Among the chief mourners was 
Lady Orr-Ewing, sister of the widow. The service at the church was con- 
ducted by the Bishop of Llandaff, assisted by Archdeacon Edmondes, Arch- 
deacon Bruce, and the Vicar of Liantriesant. The service was entirely in 
Welsh. It is a noteworthy fact that Judge Williams was christened in 
Welsh, was married in Welsh, and was in Welsh 


The Lord Chancellor, in moving, on Tuesday, the Second at 
the Public Trustee Bill, said he anticipated for it a propitious journey, ag 
feeling in favour’ of it’ was: really unanimous. As long ago as 190), 
measure of the kind was introduced by his ge amma on the w 

and it passed the House of. Lords. On. the change of Admini 
which subsequently followed there was a great desire in the House of 
Commons for such a measure, and a Select Committee, of which he wa 
chairman, was appointed to consider the subject. In the vain hope thg 
a system which worked admirably in Scotland might be made to work 
also in England, they recommended the passing of a Judicial Trustee 
Such a Bill was passed in 1896 by the succeeding Administration, but it 
had not led to the good results that were expected. After refe 

to the provisions of the Bill, he said it was not a Bill directed againg 
any particular profession. The only other observation he nes 
add was that there were persons who looked with apprehension 
upon officialism. He did not want to see officialism obtruded into privat. 
afiairs more than was necessary, but nothing was more desirable than thet 
some official should be responsible for carrying through affairs of this kind, 
Lord Faber said he feared that we were travelling very far into officialigm, 
This Bill would create a new department, with all the officials and all the 
defects of officialism. He supposed the official trustee would reside jp 
London, and the country was already suffering from the concentration of 
men and money in London. Lord Avebury said that, although ther 
might be a consensus of opinion in favour of this Bill among political 
leaders, there was great difference in the commercial community, Whey 
Sir Howard Vincent first took up this question there was a strong case for 
an official trustee, but since then some of our most important banks and 
insurance companies had undertaken to act as trustees, and there was not 
now the same pressing need for the Bill. He did not see why the Govem. 
ment should compete with private institutions. 


Wiuu1am Newt.—Information wanted as to any Will or Codicil made by 
William Newt, formerly of Cambridge-street, Plymouth, Baker, after. 
wards of Bodmin and Plymouth Asylums.—Bvurron, Yerares, & Hans, 
Solicitors, 23, Surrey-street, London, W.C. 











The directors of the Alliance Assurance Co. (Limited) have declared a 
dividend of 83, per share and a bonus of 2s, per share out of the profits 
and accumulations at the close of 1905. 








To Exxcutors.— VALUATIONS FoR Prosare.—Messrs. Watherston & Son, 
Jewellers, Goldsmiths, and Silveramiths to H.M. The King, 6, Vigo-street 
(leading from Regent-street to Burlington-gardens and Bond street), 
London, W., Value, Purchase, or Arrange Collections of Plate or Jewels for 
Family Distribution, late of Pall Mall East, adjoining the National 
Gallery.—[Apvr. } 

Frxep Incomes.—Houses and Residential Flats can now be Furnished 
on a new System of Deferred Payments especially adapted for those with 
fixed incomes who do not wish to disturb investments. Selection from the 
largest stock in the World. Everything legibly marked in plain 
Maple & Co. (Limited), Tottenham Court-road, London, W.—[Apvz. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Reaisrears 1n ATTENDANCE ON 





Date. Emercency Aprgzau Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
‘ Rora. No. 2. Kexewicu. FaRwet. 
2 Mr. Farmer Mr. Church Mr. King Mr. Beal 
King Greswell Farmer Carrington 
Church King Beal 
W. Leach Greswell Farmer Carrington 
Greswell Church King Beal 
Ch Greswell Farmer Carrington 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr, Justice 
Bucxwry. Jovox. Swinvew Eapy. Wasainetos, 
Monday, April .. 2 Mr. W. Leach Mr. R. Leach Mr. Pemberton Mr, Godfrey 
MEET * ans sedceicoecczsce 3 Theed Godfrey Jackson R, Leach 
W. Leach R. Leach Pemberton Jackson 
eed Godfrey Jackson Pemberton 
W. Leach R. Leach Pemberton Carrington 
Theed Jackson Beal 








. . - 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, Marsh 23, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep 1x Cuanoury. : 

Ipzx Moron Can Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before April 7, send their 

names and addresses, the of their debts or claims, to George Idea, 
Motor Car Co, Limited, Park Side, Coventry. Robinson, Coventry, solor for liquidater 
Joint Broce Taust axp Fin anon Corporation, Limirep —Petn for winding up. presented 

March 19, directed to be heard April3. Carter & Bell, Idol lane, solors for 

Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the 


of A 2 s 
Laxp Orrions ap Evtares, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented March 16, directed 
to be heard April 3. Mawby, King Wi for petner. Notice of sppeatist 





’ liam st, solor or ; 
must reach the above- not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of April 2 
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anv Date Sreamsurp Co, Limitep - Creditors are required, on or before May 1 

to sead their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to ‘Alfred 

, 38, Lime st i 

Nowraeas INVESTMENT Co, Lim1itzep—Crelitors are required, on or before April 23, to send 

‘ and addresses, and the particulurs of their debts or claims, to George F 
67, Lord st, Liverpool. Longton, Warrington, s ‘lor for liquidator 

p Coss, LimiteD — ‘reditors are required, on or betore May 1, to send their names and 
pddresses, and the particulars ot their debts or claims, to Thomas Whitehead anda James 
§ Turner. P Collins, Limited Gondola Works, Walsall 

aps BeHIRE POLO AND Ripise Pony Vo. Louwrep —Petn for winding up, presented 

15, directed to be heard a* Leominst-r, April9 Robbins & Co, Strand, for 
Knighton, solor for petners. Notice of appeariog must reach the above- 
named not later than 6 o’clock in thy afternoon of April 8 

Tuapeus’ ProrgcTio’ Association, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, directed to be heard 
at Manchester, ou April2,at 10. Grundy & Co, Manchester, solors for petners. Notice 
of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

Apa 1 County PaLatine oF LANCASTER. 

Crostetys, Litre —Petn for winding up, presented Feb 27, directed to be heard at St 
George's Hall Liverpool, on April 2. Ayrton & Co, Liverpool, solors for petner. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 2 ’clock in the. after- 
noon of March 31 


London Gazette.—Tursvay, March 27. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurrep tn CHANCERY. 

ArsospHenic ELECTRICAL Purtrication Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or 
before May 4, to send their names and «ddresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
daims, to Edward Krnest Groome, 21, Spring gdns, Manchester, Beesley, Mauchester, 
solor for liq aida‘ or 

Avro Exrorrio Rirtz axp Tareet %o, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before 
April 17, tu send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to William Charles Brooks, 11 and 12, Clemeats In. Baker & Co, Gresham st, solors for 
liquidator 

seemers Moor Coturery, Limrrep (1x Votuntary Liquipation) —Creditors are required, 
nor before May 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Frank Christie, A, Exchange bldgs, Quayside, Newcastle upon Tyne. 
Pybus & Sons, Newcastle upon Tyne, solors for liquidator 

JCderrace & Co, Limrep Petn for winding up, presented March 22, directed to be heard 
at the Town Hill. Newport on April 6, at 10.30. Colborne & Co, Victoria chmbrs, 
Newport (Mon), solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named 
pet later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 5 

Lowe & Co, Liwtrzp—Creditors are required, on or b fore April 30, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Watkins & Pulleyn, 
South sq. Gray s ion, solors for liquid stor 

Tayor & HanTuanp, Limirep—Cr. ditors are required, on or before April 25, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Matcham, 


High st, Bristol 








The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week, 

April 4.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrieup, at the Mart, at 2:—Hackney: Freehold 
Ground-rents £57 per annum. Swanley: Freehold Ground-rent £25 per annum. St. 
Leonards-on-Sea: Freehold Residence Hvuxton: Freehold and Leasehold Properties. 


7¢ 
April 5—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranriecp, at the Mart, at 2 :— 
REVERSIONS : 
To One-third of a Trust of £2,000; ledy aged 68 and a gentleman aged 61; 


Lega 
alsoa REVERSIONARY LIFE INTEREST in £80 per annum, receivable by 
the above gentleman, provided he survive the lady. Solicitors, Mes-rs. Plum- 
bridge & Meaden, Brighton, 


To One-sixth of a Crust Fand, value £14,000; lady 74, provided the rever- 
—. aged 44, survive her. Solicitors, Messrs. F. Kimber Bull & Duncan, 
London. 


To One-seventh of a Trust Fund, value £9,254; lady aged 70. Solicitors, Messrs. 
Kingsford, Dorman, & Co., Londun. 

POLICIES for £5,000. £4,000, £3,°00, £2,700, £2.500, £2,000, £2,000, £1,000, £700, £600, 
£500, £200. Solicitors Messrs. Thorold, Brocie, & Bonham- , Messrs. 
Pothecary & Co., Messrs Swann, Bradley, & “o., and W. H Speed, Esq., ali 
of London; Mesers. Halliley & Morrison, Bedford; W. A. Hubbard, Esq. 


Ramegate, 
Queen’s Hotel, Westeliff-on-Ses (Limited).—500 SHARES of £1 each. 
(See advertisements, this week, back page ) 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Crar™. 
London Gaszette.—Turspay, March 13. 

Crarxe, Epwarp, Gt St Helens, Solicitor April 17 Richards and Another v Clark, 
Farwell, J Lamb, Chancerv In 

Hitt, Groree, Cornbrook, Manchester, Electrical Engineer April 12 Hill v Gill, 
Registrar, Manchester Heywood, Manchester 

Lacey. Joax. Leverton, Lincoln, Farmer April 15 Howard v Lightfoot, Kekewich, J 
Staniland, Boston 

Piokw 2TH, Henry, Ramsgate Farmer April 17 Stamford, Spalding, and Boston 
Banking Co vy Pickwo:th. Warriogton, J Whitehead, Ramsgate 

Taompson, THomas, Dudley, Northumberland, Butcher April 24 Thompson v Jardin, 
Eady,J Gee, Newcastle on Tyne 


London Gasette.—Fripay, March 16. 
Batt, Henrretra, Hotel Pension, Bourgogne, 11, Rue de Ville, Boulogne-sur-Mer April 
23 Luad v Blount, Buckley and Warrington, JJ Biount, Albemarle st 
London Gaszette.—Tusspay, March 20. 
Buayxey, Arravr Hven, Bradford, York, Solicitor April 20 White v McNeile, Keke- 
wich, J Heselton, Bradford 
London Gazette.—Futpay, March 23. 
Suanxs, Ratrx, Newcastle upon Tyne, Provision Dealer April 24 Donkin v Shanks, 
Kekewich, J Clayton & Gibson, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Tremiert, Joun, Stowmarket, Hose] Proprietor April 30 Comins vy Tremlett, Farwell 
and Swinfen Eady, JJ Bankes & Co, Stowmarket 
London Gazette,—Tvurspay, March 27. 


Boor, Wiiu1am, Leicester, Marine Store Dealer April 20 Dyer v Barratt, Farwell and 





Clerkenwell: Leasehold Shop and Dwelling-house. Camden Town: Leasehold Shop 
and Dwelling-house. 


Eady, JJ Buckby, Leicester 








Jorxs, Ricuarp, Shelton, Hanley, Carter Hanley Pet | Suirtey, Josern, Old Goole, Goole, Yorks, Labourer 
Wak Ord March 19 


efield Pet March 19 ‘ 
Sparkes, ArTHUR Hxesert. Lowman rd, Holloway High 


Kerriewe tt, Arraur Mipeetey, Bryanston st, Portman Court Pet March 19° Ord March 19 


Tendon Gazette.—Frmay, March 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Bankruptcy Notices. ao 


sq High Court Pet Feb3 Ord March 31 
Laverrr, Maaig, and Leonarp Grorer Munoy, Russell st, 


Taytor, Ans, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet March 19 
Salesman High Court Pet Ord Mazch 19 


B ae es Covent Garden, Fruit > 
AKER, roy Dudley, Fruit Merchant Dudley Pet March March 21 Ord March 21 Usperniiy, Witti1am, Monton, nr Eccles, Grocer’s Sales- 
Bf _ March 21 : $ | Locxwouv, J C, Queea Victoria st, Paper Agent High man Salf Pet March 21 Ord March 21 
uy Grorce, Harrogate, Estate Agent York Pet | Court Pet March2 Ord March 21 Water, Witt Maxey, Mintiog, Lincs, Farmer 
March 19 Ord March 19 inec Ord starch 20 





Benton, Freperick Witt1aM, Walsall, Hosier Walsall h 2b 


lows, Fesee, Bedford, Grocer Bedford Pet March 21 Lincoln Pet March 0 


Pet March 17 Ord March 17 | > 
a, Cuari RS, (Thornton, Poulton le Fylde, Lanes, Mane. fee Somes, Geum Dealer Stockport FIRST MEETINGS. ; 
anman Preston Pet March8 Ord Maich 20 Suse te tee Hill, Gwennap, Cornwall, | 24*8!8T8, Davip, Burnley, Clothlooker April 2 at 1 
Canes, James, Walsall. Gig Saddle Maker Waleall Pet Grocer Trars’ Pet March 21° Ord March 21 < O@ Bee, 14, Chapel ot, Creston : 
Warch19 Ord March 19 Mircaru., WituaKk Joux, Ridgwav Eatield. Market | Brat, Groret, Harrogate, Estate Agent April 2 at t 
Cuarres Daniri,'Tnax ed. Essex, Woolstapler Chelmsford Gardener Edmonton Pet March 20 Ord March 20 | Off Rec The Red Hou e. Duncombe pl. York 
Pet March 17 Ord March 17 Moor, Cuntstoruer Hoare. Mumbie:, Glam, Clerk Sw: | Beswetr. Jous Loveaixe, Neah, Glom, [nsurance Agent 
Cuanueswoxru, Jason, Wolstanton, Staffs, Builder Hanley sea Pet March 2) Ord March 20 , = | March 31 at 11.30 Off Reo, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
P Pet Ma ch 20 Ord March 20 | Moour, Wititam Auraxp, Newcastle on Tyne, Furniture | Beaysratx, Harats, Southport, Jeweller April2at3 Of 
LARK, Gronae, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler Sheffield Dealer Newcastle on Tyne Pet March 21 Ord Mareh 1 Kec, Byrom st, Manch+ster - . 
Pet Mar h20 O.d Mareh 20 Moxean, James Bratverp, Walthamstow, Baker Hi rh | Binie Feaxcis Wi.t1am, Burcon oa Treat, Chemist April 
Cou, Tuomas Epwarp, Liverpool, Manufacturing Confec- Court Pet March 2l Ord March 2t e gd Sat 1219 | Midixnd Hotel, S'ation st, Burton on Trent 
Woner Liverpool Pet March 19 Ord March 19 Moss, Cuautes Eowarp Newo.x. Anerles, Licensed | BAck8ue, Jauns, Cockermouth, Cembncinnd, Fancy 
j Dury Janes Devan, iiengsion, Denbigh, Architect Victuailer Croydon Pet March 20 Ord March 20 te = Dealer April 2at 245 Court house, Cocker 
*m Pet March 21 Ord March § r r 
Drtor, Cuases. Loxk y, Yorks, Farmer * sheffield Pet “—_ ; Pet March 20" Ord March ’ a Mason, Dewe | Cynsox, Samumt Aurxanpee, Liverpool, Grocer April Sat 
March 21 Ord March 21 Osxer, Groner, Saltburn by the Sea, Tobacconist Middles- Of Ree, 35, Vietoria st, Liverpool ; 
Pamas, Janus, West Hartlepool, Durham, Draper's Agent brough Pet March 20 Ord Mareh 21 —- rege eT} Oy gh wey Hemme 
underland P. ra : ; ier April 2a’ 20, ie > 
Forp, osmeay deg © AI "ae 4 yme, Staffs a er Meet Manos yy ee Laois, Fruit | Cou.irt, Josuva. Stockton on Tees. Toy Merchant april $ 
4s , ‘et Maron 20 Ord March 20 atili Off Reo, 8, Albert rd, Midale-brough 


Frai 5 >, 
uit Merchant Hanley Pet March 2) Ord-March 20 | Peacock Jouy K, East India Dock rd, Tailor High Court Daney, Joux Wituiam, West Bromwich, Staff, Beerhouse 











Gaz, ALrrep Avoeusru : : 7 : 
en Pot March 1 Ord ane arse?» Builder Guild-| p, titer, Guonon, Kington upon Hull, Refreshment | Keeper Apri at 1015 Law Courts, Lombard st 
a nse Samuki, Weymouth, Restaurant Pro- House Keeper Kingston upon Hull Pet March 19 ‘ Wan Beare . . 
agg Jorchester Pet March 8 Ord March 21 Ord March 19 Eva, Ww, West Croydon, Boot Dealer April 3 at 11.30 
Guida’; Heath Mills, Worplesdon, Surrey, Miller Senne Deane eee tea, aera Booker Gated) eS ee 
“sDLay, W et March 20 Ord March 20 p i M arc r Fawoert, Aweuta Eutry, Philbeach gins, Warwick ni, 
Buay,Wisiaw Tuowas, Lowestoft, Licensed Victualler | Pomatnn tare, Meoweg Glas, Dealer in Fancy Goods | South Kensington Apeil 2 at 12° Bushroptcy bles 
, e Are Qu Ord Marvh 20 > rey 
Harmon, Hanuy Tonwea, King’s Heath, Worcester, Ooal | Ray, Wiittam, Silt Fen, _ Denver, Downham Market, Gares, Jouyx, Claypath, Durham, Licensed Victualler 
OWAaxD, Hany Bradford, @ = ig) Fn | —— “dl h ae King’s Lyon Pet March 9) Ord april 2at3 Off Ree, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 
ee ’ “ford, Grover radio: t Mare ey “ " 
— ont March 20 , eiare™ | Rens, Davip, Vanamman, Carmarthen, Grocer Carmarthen | 24% See a aah, SEN R. es 
“ra hag eg Francis, Thornton le Moor, nr North- Pet March 19 Ord March 19 u s .~ gah ée Bradford ‘on . ea Sy —- 
~y orks Northallerton Pet March 20 Ord Race, Wiss. Swi ca, 0 hbnild, Qweneen Pt 0 < \reel et, Bredford , Grocer Apr . 
are . q : , ‘ 
og le roe James, Portwood, Stockport, Cheshire, | Rus-en:, Wituiam Henry, St Leonard's on Sea, Sussex, | ee ee Lavergest. mane April 2 
Jerson, Rion. aye g Pet March 9 Ord March 20 Tailor Hastings Pet March 19 Ord March 19 Humpunsys, Semreeet ‘teens ‘Penthyna-udreeth, 
March 19 Ord Manet tp ety) Stover Coveutry Pet | Sanpenson, Gerona Henny, Thornaby on Tres, Insurance Merionrth, Boot Dealer April 4 at 10.15 ice Court, 
Jonx rd March 19 Agent ' Stockton on Pet March 19 Ord March 19 Sarum . 





Pet March 19 Ord March 19 


8, Vavip Joux, Caerau, pr Maesteg, Glam Lli D i 
ms, Us eg, , Collier Gonazvran, | Faxpsnicx, Queen Victoria st, General | Jenson, RICHARD Hensax, Coventry, Grocer April 3 at li 


Pet March 20 Ord March x0 Off Reo, 8, High st, Coventry 
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Kemp, Harey, Birmingham, Pork Butcher April 2 at 11 Laugier, Mariz, lem Grorce Mounpy, Russell st, | Grirris, Coartes Witi1am, Reading, V terinary Baap 
191, Curporation st, Birmingham pte A a ing _ t Salesman High Court Pet March 2i Reading Pet March 22 Ord Mareb 22 

Loerrier. Rose. Pontypool, Mon, Dressmaker April 4 at r teh Harxkes, ALFRED, South Lowestoft, Coal Merchant 
11 Off Ree, 144. Commercial st, Newport, Mon we ee Bedford, Grocer Bedford Pet March 21 Yarmouth Pet Mareh 23 Ord March 23 a 


Lowry, Jonny, H artlepoo l. Liven Draper April 2 at 3.30 
Off Rec, 3, Manor —y Sunderland 

MoBarypg, Atexanper, Workington, Cumberland, Grocer 
April 2at3 vourt Hous» Cockermouth 

Mancgester, Ca:es Jonny WituiaM, Sunnyside, Tooting 
Graveney April 3 at 12.39 132, York rd, Westminster 


Mipp.eTos, Cuartes Greorce, Birkenhead, Boat Builder 
April 3 at 2.30 Off Rec, 45, Victoria st, Liverpool 
MitcHe.y, WitiiaM Joan, Ridgway, Enfield, Market Gar- 

Geser April 2 at 12 ‘Of Rec, 14, Bedfurd row 


Pawsox, Wituram Nicsoxrsonx, Horsforth, nr Leeds, Fruit 
Dealer Aprild4datil Of Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Payne, Eowarp, Halifax, Husiery Dealer April 2 at 11.80 

Uff Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifa: 
Pegarsos, Witiiam Henry, Siegeee ee Hull, Surgeon 
—* March 31 at 11 Off Rec, Trinity House ln, 


Picxur, Atsert Epwarp, Scarborough, Joiner April 2 at 
4 Off Rec, 74, Newborough, Scarborough 

Pouuirt, Tuomas, tecles, Insurance Broker March 31 at 
11 Off Kec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Ritcarz, Joxny, St Helens, Lancs, Licensed Victualler 
April 9 at 10.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Russert, Wittiam Heer, St Leonards on Sea, Tailor 
April 10 at 3.30 County Court Office, 24, Cambridge rd, 
Hastings 


Scuarrrszr, Frepexick, Queen Victoria st, General Mer- 
chant April4ati1t Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Scort, WaLizR bSamvet, Wa ,» Commission Agent 
april 24t 1130 Off Ree, Wolverhampton 

Suipsipes, Witiam Fewxes, Orston, Notts, Carter April 
3atll Off Re-, 4, Castie pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Sparkes, ARTHUR Hense aT, Lowman rd, Holloway April 
2at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Suttos, Steruezyx, shirley, Southampton, Corn Dealer 
April 2at220 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High 
st, Southampton 

Tayor, Asx, Bradford, Grocer April2at3 Off Rec, 29, 
Tyrrel s:, Bradfurd 

Tippetts, Atreep Cuarizs, Dursley, Glos, Grocer March 
8lat12 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

Tuck, Grorce Cuaeies, and Jase Lois Tuck, Tetbury, 
Glos, Tailors April2at11 Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, 
windon 

Waxes, Agtuve, Kingston upon Hull, Fish Merchant 
March 31 at 11.30 Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 

Wauiee, Wiitiam Massy, Minting, Lincs, Farmer April 
S5atil2 (ff Rec, 3i, Silver st, Lincoln 

Watmsiery, Gro«ocr Doxox, Accrington, Solicitor April 2 
at 10.30 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Warkiss, Tuomas, C ‘ardiff, Insurance Superintendent 
March 31 at il 117, St Mary st, ‘ ‘arciff 

Wiis, S.™psox Hat, South Trefula, Redruth, Corn- 
wall, Fruit Dealer April 2 at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen 
st, Truro 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Amz, Atzxaypee2, High Holborn High Court Pet Feb 
13 Ord March 20 

Baxzz, Joux, Dudley, Worcester, Fruit Merchant Dudley 
Pet March 21 Ord March 21 

Bratt, Gzozce, Harrogate, Estate Agent York Pet 
March 19 Ord March 19 

Besrox, Feevecice Wittiam, Walsall, Hosier Walsall 
Pet March 17 Ord March 17 

Besce, Cuazres, Thornton, Poulton le Fylde, Lancs, 
Vanman Preston Pet March8 Ord March 21 

Caztzss, Jauze, Walsall, Gig Saddle Maker Walsall Pet 
March 19 Ord March 1 

Cuarrez, Dasizr. Thaxted, Essex, Woolstapler Chelms- 
fora Pe. Marchi? Ord March 17 

CuagtuswoetTs, Jasux, Woilstanton, Staffs, Builder 
Hasley Pet March 20 Ord March 

Cragg, Gronce, Shetficid, Licensed Victualler Sheffield 
Pet Mareh @ Ord March 2) 

Coturt, Jvsuva, Stockton om Tees, Toy Merchant 
etockton on Tees Pet Feb23 Ord March 20 

Crosecer, Evisua, Aned-li, Lytham, Lancs, Yarn Agent 
Prestwm Pet Jan®9 Pet March 21 

Dessy, James Davey, Liangollen, Architect Wrexham 
Pe March 21 Oro March 21 

Dreux, Cuagces. Loxley, Yorks, Farmer Sheffield Pet 
March 21 Ord March 21 

Ewexs, Evwaup Saucer, Yeovil, Somerset, Glove Manu- 
facturer Yeovil Pet Feb 24 Ord Maich 21 

Fawceerr, Auesis Exutry, Philbeach gdos, Warwick rd, 
South Kensingtm High Court Fe March 17 Ord 

17 


Fiemas, Jouve, Bellevue, Wet ron pee pa Agent 
Bunderland Pet March 17 Ord March 

Foun. Rorrer Evwanv, Newcastec an ny tome, Staffs, 
Fruxt Merc Hen! ley Pet March2) Ord March ® 

Haswus, Hacer, Heoth Millis, Worpleston, Surrey, Mider 
Guiidiand ba Maich 2 ” Od March 

Hasvier. Witciiam tnomes, Lowestoft, Licensed Victualier 
tt Yartoouth Pet March ® rd March 20 

Howasy, Haney, Beadtord, Groce Bradford Pet March 
@ O16 Merch DB 

Hoe..as, Peeornce Feancis, Thornton le Moor, nr North- 
aleetm, Yorks Northallerton Pet Marh DW 1d 
Maren d) 

Jauasus. Minoas, Bridgend, Grocer Cardiff Pa Feb w 
Ord Ma ch w 


Jartor, Kiusen Hersan, Coventry, Groeer Coventry | 


Pa Mach 9 Ord March 19 

Jonus, Varin Sous, Coan, nr Maesteg, Collier Cardiff 
Vet Mach 19 Ord Merch 19 

Sonus, Marrnew haw rks, ¥oret Bill High Court Pe 


bon 21 Ora Mark 17 
Jone, Bicuaen, Hanley, Matis, Carter Hanley 


May 
Pe March Zi Ord March ti 


MarxianpD, James, Higher Hillgate, Sek 

Deater Jans Righer March 20 rd March 30 h 20 

Maartiy, Wivuiam, Lanner Hill, G «ennsp, Cora 
Truro Pet March 21 Ord March 2 

Mianatt, G A, West Hoathly, Sussex, Builder Tunbridge 
Wells Pet Feb 26 Ord March 19 

Moor, Curistopner Hoare, Mumbles, Glam, Clerk 
Swansea Pet March 20 Ord March 20 

Moreay, James Bratneap, Walthamstow, 7. Baker 
High Court Pet March 21 Ord March 2 

Moss, Caagies Epwagp NeE.soy, ge + Lioensed Vic- 
tualler Croydon Pet March 20 O. 


O.proyp, George Wititiam, Ossett, Tote, ri Dews- 
bury Pet March 2v 0: 'd March 2 

Oster, Gzorce, Saltburn by the Sea, "Vorks Tobacconist 
Middlesbrough Pet March 20 Urd March 21 

Pawson, Wict1aM Nicuoison, Horsforth, or Leet, Fruit 
Dealer Leeds PetMarch 20 Ord March 

Praskitt, Grores, Kingston upon Hull, al house 
Keeper Kingston upon Hull Pet March 19 Ord 
March 19 

Po.urtt, Tsomas, Eccles, Lancs, Insurance Broker Salford 
Pet March 17 Ord March 17 

Pomrenz, Harais, Maesteg, poate te Boney Geshe Cardiff 
Pet March 20° Ord March 


Ray, Wiiram, Downham mesa Norfolk, Farmer King’s 
Lynn Pet March 20 Urd March 20 

Rers Davin, Glanamman, Carmarthen, Grocer Carmarthen 
Pet March 19 Ord March 19 

Rees. Wittiam, Swansea, Coachbuilder Swansea Pet 
March 20 Urd March 20 

Russett, Wittiam Henry, 8t oes. on Sea, Tailor 
Hastings Pet March19 Ord March 


Saspersoy, Gzorce Henry, Thornaby on = Tnsurance 
Agent Stockton on Tees Pet March 19 Ord March 19 

Saunpers, Epwarp Gzorce, Garrick st, Covent Garden, 
Theatrical Agent High Court Pet Feb 1 Ord 
March 1 

Scuaurrer, Freperick, Queen Visteste at, General 
Merchant High Court Pet March rd Marca 20 

Suiptey, Josepu, Oid Goole, Goole, vores, Labourer 
Wakefield Pet March 19 Ord March 19 

SuirH, Faeperic Ciirroy, and Sypney Fraycis Smits, 
Handsworth, Provision Merchants Birmingham Pet 
Feb 23 Ord March 20 

Sparkes, AeTHUR Hessert, Lowman am, Holloway High 
Court Pet March 19 Ord March 1 

Tay.or, Any, : 7 Grocer sa Pet March 19 
Ord March 1 

Taomsoy, name Gronoe, Edgley rd, Gagan rd High 
Court Pet March 14 Ord Ma March 2 

Watize, Wittiam Mansy, Mining, Lincs, Farmer 
Lincoln Pet March 20 Ord March 


Amended notice substituted for that publi in the 
London Gazette of March 1 
Broome, Epwis Henry, Kidderminster, - O Dealer 
Kidderminster Pet March 8 Ord March 8 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED, 

Butver, Hon Watter Yaspe, Churston Court, Churston, 
Devon, Plymouth Adjud June 1, 1888 Annui 
Feb 21 

London Gazette.—Turspay, March 27. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Avsstis, ALBERT ws toe Seueen, Draper Brighton Pet 
March 22 Ord March 2 
AgMsTsonG, ANDEEW, mee Castle, Durham, Hairdresser 
stockwn on Tees’ Pet March 21 "Ord Murch 21 
Assuey, Frepesicxk Wituiam, Stafford, Fish Salesman 
Waleall Pet March zl Ord March 21 
| Asuwortu, Rupert, Littleborsugh, Lancs, Grocer Man- 
chester Pet March22 Ord March 22 
Baicey, Louis Caarces, Ringwood, Saat, Coal Dealer 
Salisbury Pet March 22 Ord March 2 
Bezs.ey, Ricuaup Esenezen, Wood ee Builder Edmon- 
| ton ret March 4 Ord March 
Bien, Janvis, Newton, Notts, ee ed Nottingham Pet 
March 24 Ord March 24 
Buxtos, Atrezp Ext, Sidmouth, Devon, Boot Dealer 
kxecer Wet March12 Ora March 23 
Capocas, Lewis Tuomas, Pengam, Glam, Mineral Water 
Manufactory Manager Mertpyr Tydfil Pet March 22 
Ord March 22 
| Canten, Wacren, Walton, nr Wakefield, Provision Mer- 
chant Wakefield Pet March 23 Ord March 23 
Cexsi, Rumoto, Hastings, Grocer’s Clerk Hastings Pet 
| March 22 Ord March 22 
| Cockssm, Joux Hust eee, Devon, Baker Exeter 
Pet March 2 Ord Mar 
Cottiss, Janes Ba Toloarne, St Day, Gwennap, 
Cornwali, Fruiterer ‘Truro "Pet March 2% Ord 
March “4 
Dowkex, Aeruva Cxacktow, Camomile st, Corn Broker 
Hyh Crt Pet March 22 Ord March 22 
Duss, Kowaup, Plymouth, Devon, Auctioneer Plymouth 
Pet march 17 Ord March 23 
Kanixz, Wittiam, Devereux ct, Strand High Court Pet 
Marché Ord March v% 
Euwanvs, Ciuvtos, #olwestone, Baddler Canterbury Pet 
March 2% Ord March 24 
Forss, Witttam, Exeter, General Dealer Exeter Pet 
Macht O14 March 2A 
Fouwtan, ALweut, 1 8. KAmunds Bury 6t KAmunds 
Pe Feb 2s Ord ch 21 
Gasvexton, Vuascis Jussvn, Sheffidd, Bhop Walker 
1 Pet March 4 Ord March %4 
Park rd, Hate 


Gest, Aivany Kywanp, 
Co High Court Pe Dees, Ord March’ 2 




















Haroser, Witiiam, Framlingoam, Suffol Beerhogg 
Keeper Ipswich Pet March 23 Ord Me 
Hout, Hexsert, Manstieid, Notts, fimb-r Merchant Not. 
Pet March 23 Ord March 23 
Jaaerr, Exizapera, ge Halifax, Grocer Hality 
5 Pet March * Ord sor o ma 
onzEs, PHILIP. urry Port, Carmarthen, Tin 
ufacturer Carmarthen Pet March'23 On tee 
Laxetoy, ARTHUR Repay, Brentford, ts: Merchant 
Bientford Ea Feb 27 Ord March 23 
UNT, JuHN iverpoul, Paint er Liverpool 
March 5’ Ord March 23 NM 
Mosanis, Grorck Henny, Ryde, I of W, Draper Newport 
and Ryde Pet March 2v Ord March 20 
Moumrorp, James, Commercial rd, rf Merchant High 
Court Pet March 2 Ord March 


Ouiver, ALFsED Epwarp, Leigh on i Essex, Butcher 
Chelmsford Pet March 21 rch 21 

O.uis, Bextig Cyait, —, Plumber Worcester 
Pet March 14 Ord March 2 


Parkinson, Atrrep, Newark on Trent, waite, Oatéitter 
Nottingham Pet March 23 Ord March 

Page, Baxzitial, Bursiem, Staffs, Potex’s Handler 
Hanley Pet March 23 Ord March 23 

Paice, Joun, Br of meg Bovt Dealer Tredegar Pt 
March 22 Ord March 22 


ane Luks, Hampton Hill, Builder Kingston, 
Surrey Pet March 17 Ord March 17 
Rexvuize, James, Colvestone cres, Dalston High Court 
Pet Feb 28 Ord March 2 
Rogers, Aveustus Oxs.ow, Adam st, Strand, Auctiones 
h Court Pet Dec 2i Ord March 22 
SmeatTHers, Frank, Northampton, aioe tioner North. 
amptnm Pet March7 Ord March 
Srave., Israe., Swansea, Draper Sains Pet March 
cd March 13 
Sutton, Ersxst, Hinckley, Leicester, Builder Leicester 
Pet March 22 Ord March 22 
TaTTerRsaLL, Georcr, Snemton, Nottingham, Caretake 
Notungham Pet March 24 Ord March 24 


Wakes, Wituiam, Ashton under Lyne, Lancs, Plumba 
Ashton under Lyne Pet March 23 Urd March 8 
Watkins, Wittiam Tueoporz, Tiverton, Devon, Solicitor 
Kxeter Pet Feb2uv Ord March 23 

Watsons, Wi.tiam, Southampton, Tailor Southampton 
Pet March 23 Orda March 23 

Wippowson, George Jzeruson, Carlton, Notts, Dostor's 
Assistant Nottingham Pet March 23 Ord March % 

Woovouck, GzouGk WELLS, Walmer, Grocer’s Assistant 
Canterbury Pet March 24 Ord 2 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED, 
Exuis, Freperick Cavenvise, Beeston, Notts, Wasteand 
Yarn Deaier Nottingham Rec Ord Feb 7 Baw 
March 16 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Anstis, AtBegt Epwarp, Arundel, Draper April 5 at 2. 
Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brizhton 
ARMSTRONG, AwpREw, Barnard Uastle, Durham, Hairdresser 
April 11 at3 O# Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 
Baker, Joun, Dudley, Fruit Merchant April 9 at ll 
Dudley Arms Hotel, Dudley 
saa, anager " sheffieiA, Silver Chaser April4 at 
12 Off Rec, Figtree in, Shettield 
Bippurs, Tuomas, Hulme, Manchester, Builder Aprilé 
at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Buxtoy, Atrasp Ext, Sidmouth, Boot Dealer April i2at 
10.30 Olf Rec, 9, ‘Bedford circus, Exeter 
Capocay, Lewis ‘Tuomas, Pengam, Glam, 
Mineral Water Mauutactory April4at 12 18, ti 
st, Merthyr Tydiil 
Canter, Waites, Walton, nr Wakefield, Provision Mer 
chaat April6atii Off Rec, 6. Bond. ter, Wakefield 
Censi, Romo.v, Hastings, Grocer's Cierk April ~ at 3.15 
County Court Office, 24, Cambridge rd, Hastin 
Cuapmas, NATHANIEL, Town Gate Mull, Newport, SF of W, 
Muller April 7 at 3.16 Off Rec, 33, Holy. at, 
Newport, I of W 
Ciaek, / aes bedy sheffield, iéncuned, eee April 4 at 
12.30 Uff Kec, Figtree ln, She tti 
Cockeam, Joax Hunt, Teigumouth, “Baker April 12 a 
10.80 Off Rec, 9, Bédfurd circus, Exeter 
Cos, wean gm Bath, Florist April 4 at 11.0 
Castle H 
Cossine, Pah Eanest, Ripon, Yorks, Hay Dealer 
April 9 at 11.80 Court Howse, Northallerton - 
zxny, Enocu, Grange over Sands, Lancs, Builder A 
- 5 at 11,1, Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furnes 
Dowkes, asTaus CRACKLOW, Camomile sv, Pawnbroker 
prilSat12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st xe, 
DowLe, ~ pa swarne, Haverfordwest, Pembro! 
steward Apriléat2.16 Temperance Hall, Pembroke 


Dock 
Dyson, Cuan.es, Loxley, Yorks, Farmer April 4at1 Of 
Reo, Figtree In, Sheffield hs 
Evuonps, ALpent Evwarp, Birmingham, Fraiterer A 
4at il 191, Corpuratio® st, Birmingham 990 
Epwanaps, Ouirton, Folkestone, sadder April 5 at 9. 
Off Kec, 68, Castle st, ter 
Evana, SU WAM, Neyiand, Pembroke, Licensed Victualler 
Aprii 6 at 2 Temperance Hall, Pembroke Dock 
Fizer, Cuanies Amos, Aylesbury, Bucks, Basket Maker 
April 4#t 12 Off Rvo, 1, Sv Aldates, Uxtord ot 1030 
Forse, Wictiam, , General Deaer April 12 
Uff Béo Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Kxever 5a 
Gar, puree ea Woking, nr ney April 
12 8 ore enim. 
Ganny, Gronon Fuevuniox, Worcester P sia surrey, Stocks 
broker April 4 at 12,80 182, York rd, 
Bridge 
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Haut Carrs, Lowestoft, Fishing Boat Owner 
ihe at 4 Off Rec, 8, King st Norwich 

owas. FasDeRiok Francis, Thornton le. Moor, nr North- 
allerton, Yorks April 9 at 11.30 Court House, North- 

allerton 


gs, and Epwarp Jackson, Stockport, Wheel- 
Hens He april, 5 at 12.15 Of Rec, Castle chmbrs, 6, 
Vern st, Stockport : ‘ 
Jonzs, WILLIAM DaviEL, Seven Sisters, Glam, Coal Miner 
April 4at12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 


WELL, ART 
Ke April 9at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Laversn, Manie. and Lronarp Grorce Mounpy, Russell 
st, Covent — —_ Salesmen April 9 at 11 
Bankru , Carey 8 
Looxwoop, nS, ques Victoria st, Paper Agent April 4 
at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Lowe, FRANK, Bedford, Grocer April 4 at 12.30 Off Rec, 
Bridge st, Northampton ‘ 
Lost. Joux, Liverpool, Colour Dealer April 4 at 2.30 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
. James, Stockport, General Dealer April 5 at 
ue “On Rec, Per me ny 6, Vernon st, Stockport 


Matix, WitLiam Bartzy, Lanner Hill, Gwennap, Corn- | 


wall, Grocer April 5 at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen at, 


shee Janne BrarerD, Walthamstow, Baker April 4 
atll Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st : 

Morats, Geonce Henry, Ryde, lof W, Draper April 7 at 
9.30 Off Rec, 334, Holyrood st, Newport, I of W 

Moxrorp, James, Commercial rd, Hay Merchant April 4 
‘ati2 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Ouroyp, Grorce Witt1am, Ossett, Yorks, Mason April 
4 at 10.30 Of Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, 
Dewsbury ' : 

Oster, Gzorce, Saltburn by the Sea, Tobreconist April 
90 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Psacock, Joun K, East India rd, Tailor April 5 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs. Carey st 

Prasxitt, Georcz, Kingston upon Hull, Refreshment 
House Keeper April4at11 Off Rec, Trinity House 

Hull 

sae fom, Brynmawr, Brecknock, Boot Dealer April 5 
at12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil f 4 

Rapyoap, RowianD, Burton on Trent, Fruiterer April 11 
at 11.30 Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton on Trent 

Revoeove, Luxe, Hampton Hill, Builder April 4 at 11.30 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Rexvowze, James, Dalston April 6 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 

Ricuarpsox, Georce Freperick, Chester, Horse Dealer 
April 6 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Rocers, Avcustus Onstow, Adam st, Strand, Auctioneer 
April5 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Rusuworets, Tom Henry, Buxton, Derby, Coach Driver | 
April 5 at 10.45 Off Rec, Castle chmbra, 6, Vernon st, 


Stockport 


aur Mipeetey, Bryanston st, Portman 


Sanpseson, Gzorce Henry, Thornaby on Tees, Yorks, 
Insurance Agent April 11 at 3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, 
Middlesbrough 

Savage, Taomas, Adswood, Stockport, Farmer April 5 at 
11.15 Off Rec. Castle chmbrs, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 

Surrey, Josern, Old Goole, Goole, Yorks, Labourer April 

| 5 at 10.30 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Sotonx, Maro, Stoke upon Trent, Tile Works Minufacturer 
April4at3 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

Surron, Ernest, Hinckley, Leicester, Builder April 5 at 12 
Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Uspernitt, Wituram, Monton, nr Eccles, Lancs, Grocer’s 
| erm April 4 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
ester 


Woopoock, Grorcze Wetts. Walmer, Kent, Grocer’s 
—* April 5 at 9 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canter- 
jury 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
| Anstis, AvBert. Epwarp, Arandel, Draper Brighton 
| Ord March 22 


Pet March 2Z 9 
Armstroxe, Anprew, Barnard Castle, Durham, Hair 


Forsz, Witiam, Exeter, General Dealer Exeter Pet 
March 24 Ord March 24 
Frower, Atexanper Jepasox, Swalcliffe, or Banbury 
High Court Pet June 26 Ord Maren 23 
Ganvertoy, Francis Josepa, Sheffild, Shopwalker 
a effield Pet Soot 36 Ord oe gi 
RIERSON, ALEXANDE ing’s Cross Ironm r 
. —, Pot Feb 22" Ord’ Maron 22 ¥ Cees eoed 
RIFFIs, CoargLtes WILLIAM, ing, Veterinary Surgeon 
Reading Pet 22 Ord March 22 


Harker, Atrrep, South Lowestoft, Coal Merchant Gt 
Yarmouth Pet March 23 Ord March 23 


| Harones, Wittiam, Framlingham, Saffolk, Beerhouse 
i Ipswich March 23 


Dresser Stockton on Tees Pet March 21 Ord March 21 | 


Aspury, Freperick Wituam, Stafford, esman 
Walsall Pet March 2t Ord March 21 
| AsHworta, Roseer, w=) Lancs, Grocer Man- 
chester Pet March 22 Ord March 22 
Battey, Louis Caries, Ringwood, Hants, Coal Dealer 
Salisbury Pet March 22 urd March 22 
Begsizy, Ricnarp Esenezer, Nightingale r4, Wood Green, 
Builder Edmonton Pet March 23 Ord March 23 
Bisu, Jarvis, Newton, Notts,Gardener Nottingham Pet 
March 24 
Biackxsuex, James. Cockermouth, Cumberland, Fancy 
Goods Dealer Cockermouth Pet Jan9 Ord March 22 
Boxtox, Autraep Ext, Sidmouth, Devon, Boot Dealer 
Exeter Pet March 12 Ord March 23 
Capocan, Lewis Txaomas, Pengam, Glam, Mineral Water 
Manufactary Manager Merthyr Tydfil Pet March 22 
Ord March 22 
Carter, Water, Walton, nr Wakefield, Provision 
Merchant Wakefield Pet March 23 Ord March 23 
Censt Romo.o, Hastings, Grocer’s Clerk Hastings Pet 
March 22 Ord March 22 
Cockeam, Joun Hunz, Teignmouth, Baker Exeter Pet 
March 23 Ord March 28 
Cottins, James Eowarp, Tolearne, St Day, Gwennap, 
Cornwall, Fruiterer Truro Pet March 24 Ord 
March 24 
Dowker, Artave Cracktow, Camomile st, Corn Broker 
| High Court Pet March 22 Ord March 22 
| Duyx, Epwarp, Plymouth, Auctioneer Plymouth Pet 
March 17 Ord March 23 
| Epwarps, Cuirrroy, Folkestone, Saddler Canterbury 
Pet March 23 Ord March 23 
Evays, Susay, Neyland, Pembroke, Licensed Victualler 
Pembroke Dock Pet March6 Ord March 23 





Pet March 23 4 89=Ord 
Mansfield. Notts, Timber Merchant 
Pet March 23 Ord March 23 
Jarra, Hazotp Bertrrayp, Rock Ferry, Chester,'Sack Mer- 


erry 
chant Liverpool Pet Feb 16 Ord March 22 
orthowram, Halifax, Yorks, Grocer 
March 22 


Hou, “Haaseer, 


Jaaorr, Evizanetra, Ni 
Halifax Pet March22 Ord 

Jones, Parr, Burry Port, Carmarthen, Tin Plate Box Manu- 
facturer Carmarthen Pet March 23 Ord March 23 

Ken, Cuartes James Ixwes, Pall Mall pl High Court 
Pet June6 Ord March 21 

Kosmayx, Eveess, Lurline gdos, Battersea Park rd, 
Dealer in Works of Art Wandsworth Pet Dec8 Ord 
March 22 

Lez, Witiiam,.and Josern Ler, Halifax, Hay Merchant 
Pet March 2 Ord March 22 

Mipp.etox, Witi1am Nost, Victoria st, Westminster 

- — gees ~ Nov » BR, —_ 21 

oRrais, George Henry, Ryde, I o Dra; Newport 

Pet March 20 Ord March 20 — 


Mvmrorp, James, Comm-rcial rd, Hay Merchant High 
é Couth, Sus Sees © yi ey im 
Liver, Atyrep Epwarp, Leigh on sex, Butch 
Chelmsford Pet March 21 Ord Mareb 21 - 
Parkinson, Atrazp, Newark on Trent, Notts, Outfitter 
Notti Pet March 23 Ord March 23 
Parr, Barzitcai, Burslem, Staffa, Grocer Hanley Pet 
> —_? Let h 23 Ipswich, 
Lowmax, Toomas WILLIAM, i Carpenter Ipswi 
. a 2 Sues bed — 
Rick, Joux, Brynmawr, Brecon, t er Tredegar 
R a Lu “4 ie = hi i. Builder 
ReDGROVE, Luce, Ham ill, Bui Ki ‘ 
Pet March 17 Ord March 22 en ay 
Sanperson, Joszen Reep, Whitley Bay, Northumberland. 
Chemist Newcastle upon Tyne Pet March 12 Ord 


Scrrox, Ernest, Hinckley, Leicester, Builder Lei 
Pet March 22 Ord March 22 : ~~ 
TatTreasact, Gronror, Sneiuton, Notts, Caretaker Notting- 
ham Pet March 24 Ord March 24 


Unpesuitt, WituiaM, Monton, ar Eccles, Grocer’s Sales- 
mt man ase gy Fel CS Som 24 
ALKER, WILLIAM, ton under Lyne, Lancs, Plum) 
Ashton under Lyne Pet March 33 Ord March 3 








Tue LIGENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 


24, 





MOORGATE STREET, 





LONDON, 


E,C. 






















































Exclusive Business—Licensed Property. 








IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS. 
IN DRAWING LEASES OR MORTGAGES OF 


LIGENSED PROPERTY, 


To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 


LOSS or FORFEITURE of the LICENSE. 
SUITABLE CLAUSES, SETTLED BY COUNSEL, CAN BE OBTAINED ON APPLICATION. 
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Watson. Wititam, Southampton, Tailor Southampton 
Pet March 23 Ord March 23 

Wipvowsor, Grorcr ag Carlton, Notts, Doctor’s 
Assistant Nottingham Pet March 23 Ord March 28 

Wineexxy, Epwarv, Manningham, Bradford, Tailor 
Bradford Pet March2 Ord March 21 


Amended notice substituted for that os in the 
London Gazette of March 2 
Wiis, Sampson Hart, South Trefula, Redruth, Corn- 
wall, Wholesale Fruit ‘and Potato Dealer Truro Pet 
March 17 Ord March 17 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of March 23 : 
Martrx, Witttam Bartey, Launer Hill, Gwennap, Corn- 
.Grocer Truro Pet March 21 Ord March 21 
sania ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
DER RESCINDED. 
CHINNERY ieee Chatham, Kent. Lieut Third Husears 
High Court Rec Ord Feh6,19¢0 Adjud May 21, 19¢0 
Rese and Annul March 22 








QCALE of CHARGES for ADVERTISE- 
MENTS of WANTS, Situations, Partnerships, Money, 
Offices, Houses, &c., offered or required. 

Once. 3. 

1s, 64, 3s. 0d. 

2s. 3d. 


4s. 64, 
‘8s. od. 6s. Od. 


20 Words 
30 ” 
40 ” 


THE LONDON SCHOOL OF LAW. 


'UITION for BAR, SOLICITORS’, UNI- 
VERSITY, and other LAW EXAMINATIONS, 
ORALLY (class or individual) or by CORRESPONDENCE. 
¥or particulars of Classes and further information apply 
to the Szoretary, 1, Old Serjeants’-inn, W.C. 

LAW CLERKS’ CERTIFICATE.—Attention is called 
to the New Scheme for Instruction, Examination, and Cer- 
tification of Unarticled Law Clerks, Prospectus, giving full 
particulars, can be obtained on application to the Secretary. 

N.B.—The School provides Tuition for the Matriculation, 
Bar, Solicitors’ and University Preliminary Examinations. 


OLICITORS EXAMINATIONS. —Mr. 
THOMAS R. FROST, Solicitor, COACHES candi- 
dates for the Preliminary, Intermediate, and Final 
* Examinations, in class or by correspondence. —For par- 
pew apply Tuomas R. Frost, 38, Chancery-lane, 
on. 











AW.— Clerk (22) Desires Engagement ; 
six years’ experience Engrossing and General work ; 
excellent references.—E. E. Patmenr, care of Mr. Canning, 
Bourton-on-the-Water, Glos. 





To Solicitors and Accountants. 
Me. C. E. IPA ACS (Retired Inspector of Taxes), 
CONSULTING EXPERT on INCOME TAX. - It is essen- 
tial in meny cases that steps should be taken before the 5th 
proximo —Addreses. No. 17, South-street, 
ment, E.C. Tel. 7581 Central. 


AW BOOKS at GREAT REDUCTIONS!! 
—All kinds of Law, Commercial. and other Books 
supplied. Mostly LATEST EDITIONS. State wants. 
Bend for List. New Books at 20 per cent. Discount. Sent 
on approval, BOOKS BOUGHT.—W. A. Foyue, Cecil- 
court, Charing Crors-road, W.C. 


LA2z DETECTIVE, educated, experienced, 








Undertakes Private and Confidential Inquiries; Divorce, | 
Commercial, &c.; strict integrity ; moderate fees; male and | 
female assistants.—Miss Easton, 241, Shaftesbury-avenue, | 


(two doors from) New Oxford- street. 


AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
ones s 25 S per cent. will be taken off the following 


» & 
8 per sheet. 





Copies O 2 perf 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. “per sheet Draft, a. ditto 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 64. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 


ITY OFFICES, particularly adapted for 
Solicitors.—Apply, Georce Back & Co., 13, Devon- 
shire-square, E.C. 


INCOLN’S INN FIELDS (close to).— 
4 Excellent buildings, lately completed, TO be LET for 
any business purpose, or would be divided into roomy 








Offices for first-class Solicitors.—Apply to Mr. P. E. T. | 


Tuomas, 104, High Holborn, W.C. 


AMBERWELL NEW ROAD. — Long 
Leasehold 8-roomed House, in a central position, 

near the Green, the railway station, and the Courts; 
admirably suitable for official business or residence ; for 
immedinte Sale, with Vacant Possession.—Full particulars 
of Mr. R ‘sertsox, Auctioneer, 27, Camberwell-green, 8.E. 


OANS ADVANCED at moderate interest 

4 on Freeholds and Long Leaseholds. The Mortgage 

Assurance Scheme is attractive, providing as it does tor 

—— extinction of the loan by moderate annual pay- 

Apply, Masaems, Star Life Assurance Society, 32, 
Moorgate: erect 








Fiosbury- pave- | 


Tel. 327 Mayfair. 


Evans & Co, | 


Ret.neavlv . . 
Quarter Century. 


“TRUTH” says:— 
“Our latest discovery in | 
Tailoring is Evans. 77, | 
Great Portland. s‘reet, wW., 
who can actually fit.” 

“PIEBLD” says:— 
is with some degree of 
confidence that we can 
recommend the Breeches | 
made by Evans & 

Great Portland-street, We * 

We keep a choice and 
varied stock of materials 
for Town and Country 
wear at prices stricily 
moderate compatible with 
first-class workmanship. 

Inspection Invited. 

FROCK COAT 

from £2 15s. 
77, Gt. Portland-st., | 
LONDON, Ww. | 
| 
| 


2@ 
Adjoining Queen's Hall). | pares scrr, Silk Lined, #5 58. 





Telephone: 602 Holborn. 
~| EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 
Founpep ix THE Reien or Witit1am & Mary, 1689. 

ROBE 
MAKERS. Sd 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LEVBB SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 








Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 
The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 
Suarez Ceativrcates, DespentursEs, &c., é poe and 
printed. Orrictat Szats designed and execu 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and File 


penn GUARANTEE and ACCIDENT 
COMPANY (LIMITED), 

“a Company’s Bonds Accepted by the High Court as 
SECURITY P tor RECEIVERS, LIQUIDATORS and AD- 
MINISTRATORS, for COSTS in Actions where security 
is ordered to be es by the Board of Trade for 
OF a. under the Bankruptcy Act, and by the Scotch 
Courts, &c., &c. 

7 eine a ag a in the Inland Revenue, Excise, and all 
other GOVERNMENT Departments. 

Special facilities to avoid delay in completion of security 
in Chancery and Bankruptcy Cases. 
EMPLO ERS? LIABILITY. 

The responsibility of Employers under the Workmen’s 
| Compensation Act, 1897, the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880. 
| and at Common Law ins against. 
| Applications for Agencies invited. 
5. G. LAUGHTON ae, Secretary. 
61, Moorgate-street, London, E. 











| | [HE LONDON and WESTMINSTER 
LOAN & DISCOUNT COMPANY (Ltd.) (Est. a. 
Offices : 63, St. Martin’s-lane, W.C., < mdon wall, E 
ADVANCE MONEY on personal sec , furniture, — 
life policies, &c., repayable, INCLUDING INTEREST : 
£10 One Year, eekly £0 é 4 Monthly £019 3 
£20 i. 6 ie ee 
£30 ae a 8 eee OE 
£50 ” £1 1 2 ” £413 9 
£100 " £2 24 £29 7 6 
Larger sums in proportion. Moderate rates for bills of 
sale. aca ree on application to Secretary. (No 
Agents. 


RozAL ITALIAN CIRCUS, Oxford-circus, 

(Next the two Tube Stations). LAST WEEK3. 
DAILY, at 3and 8. Prices from le. to 5s. Children half- 
price. Box-office 10to10. Tel. 4,138,Ger. “* Daily Tele- 
graph ” says :—‘ There is in truth no show in London so 





, well adapted for children as the Royal Italian Circus,” 





Charing Gross Hospitg 
Medical College 


(UNIVERSITY OF LONDON), 





SUMMER SESSION begins Monday, 
April 23rd. 


THE COLLEGE is COMPLETE in ALL DEPART WEARS, 


SPECIAL TEACHERS 
for all Preliminary and Intermediate Subjects, 


ENTRANCE SCHOLARSHIPS 
are awarded annually to the value of £575, 
Twenty-two Hospital and Teaching APPOINTMENTS. 
are made yearly. 


For Prospectus and details of fees apply to the Dean, 
Hervert F. WatTeruovuse, 
Cuanine Cross Hospirat Mepican Cotter, 
Lonpoy, W.C, 


FALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, Lier 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


PagLiaMENTARY Bits, Minutes or Evipence, Booxs oy 
RerexEnce, STATEMENTS OF CLAIM, Answers, &o., &6, 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 


NEWSPAPERS, 
General and Commercial 


Every description of Printing. 





Aed all Werk, 


Printers of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
and WEEKLY REPORTER, 


NORWICH STREET, FETTER LANE, LONDON, B.¢, 


PHGENIX ASSURANCE CO., Ltd. 


PHGNIX FIRE OFFICE, 


ESTABLISHED 1782. 
19, Lombard Street, & 57, Charing Cross, London, 


Lowest Current Rates. 

Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured free of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 


OOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 
Regent’s Park, are OPEN DAILY a — i 
from 9 a.m. until sunset. Admission 1s., Monda) Be 
Children always 6d. Ladies or gentlemen may be elected 
—— of the Society. Entrance fee £5. Annual sub- 
tion £3, or composition fee £35.—For particulars apply 
tothe SECRETARY, 8, Hanover-square, 











Daily, at 3 and 8. 


V ASKELYNE and DEVANT’S 
u MYSTERIES. 
(Late Maskelyne and Cooke's 
ST. GEORGE’S HALL, LANGHAM PLACE, W. 
A Unique Entertainment. 

MASCOT MOTH : Mr. David Devant, in full glare of the 
footlights, and without aid of covers, graspsa living va 
representing a moth, who sbrivels into nothingness in his 
arms in less than one second. Enchanted Hive: ila 
plexing playlet. Burmese Gong: Who’s who! 8 
A Mystery of the air. Mental Magnetism: An uncanny 
Telepathic Séance. Shades of Shifters: Pantomime with s 
purpose. Artist’s Dream: A Poetical Illusion. M. Gintaro 
reat Japanese Juggler. Animated Photographs: Newest 
Pictures. Mystic Kettle: Quenghes any thirst. 





yes COLISEUM, Charing Cross. — 
THREE PERFORMANCES DAILY, at 3, 6, and 
9pm. The 6 o’clock Programme is entirely different from 
that at 3and9o’clock. Ali seats in all parts are num 
and reserved. Stamped addressed envelopes should accom- 
pany all postal applications for seats. Prices: Boxes, 
£2 2s., £1 11s, 6d., and £1 1s. ; fauteuils, 10s. 64, and 7s. 6d. ; 
stalls bs., 4s., 38 aad 2s. (Telephone 7,689 Gerrard) ; 
tier, 1s. ; ’ paleony, 6d. (Telephone 7,699 Gerrard). Yb 
under 12 half-price to all fauteuils and stalls, Telegrams, 
“ Coliseum, London.” 
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